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FOREWORD 

By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman, 
Conunittee on the Judiciary 

On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives adopted by a 

vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803: 

RESOLVED, That the Connnittee on the Judiciary acting as 
a whole or by any subconunittee thereof appointed by the 
Chairman for the purposes hereof and in accordance with 
the Rules of the Connnittee, is authorized and directed 
to investigate fully and completely whether sufficient 
grounds exist for the House of Representatives to exer
cise its constitutional power to impeach Richard M. 
Nixon, President of the United States of America. The 
committee shall report to the House of Representatives 
such resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other 
reconunendations as it deems proper. 

Beginning in November 1973, acting under resolutions referred to 

the Conunittee by the Speaker of the House and with a special appropria

tion, I had begun to organize a special staff to investigate serious 

charges against the President of the United States. 

On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

I convened the Committee for hearings to review the results of the 

Impeachment Inquiry staff's investigation. The staff began its initial 

presentation the same day, in executive session, pursuant to the Com

mittee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2, 1974. 

By June 21, the Inquiry staff had concluded its initial presen

tation. 

On June 25, the Committee voted to make public the initial pre

sentation including substantially all of the supporting material 
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presented at the hearings. The Conunittee also voted to make public the 

President's response, which was presented to the Connnittee on June 27 

and June 28 in the same form and manner as the Inquiry staff's initial 

presentation. 

Statements of information and supporting evidentiary material 

were compiled by the Inquiry staff in 36 notebooks and furnished in 

this form to each Member of the Committee. The notebooks presented 

material on several subjects of the Inquiry: the Watergate break-in 

and its aftermath, ITT, dairy price supports, domestic surveillance, 

abuse of the IRS, and the activities of the Special Prosecutors. 

The staff also presented to the Committee written reports on 

President Nixon's . income taxes, Presidential impoundment of funds 

appropriated by Congress, and the bombing of Cambodia. 

Fifteen notebooks were furnished to the Members of the Committee 

relating to the Watergate break-in on June 17, 1972 and to events fol

lowing the break-in, through April 30, 1973. In each notebook a state

ment of information relating to a particular phase of the investigation 

was immediately followed by supporting evidentiary material, which in

cluded copies of documents and testimony (much already on public record), 

transcripts of Presidential conversations and affidavits. 

The fifteen volumes relating to the Watergate phase of the Inquiry 

were divided into four books, as follows: 

Book I - Events Prior to the Watergate Break-In 
12/2/71 - 6/17/72 

Book II - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/17/72 - 2/9/73 
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Book III - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/20/72 - 3/22/73 

Book IV - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
3/22/73 - 4/30/73 

Book I dealt with events prior to the Watergate break-in. Book 

II dealt with allegations involving Presidential interference with the 

official Department of Justice investigation. Book III dealt with alle

gations concerning payments of "hush" money to Watergate defendants to 

insure their silence, offers of leniency and executive clemency, and 

the instigating or making of false statements to persons connected 

with an official investigation of Watergate; Book III also included 

a chronology of events between February 9 and March 22, 1973. Book 

IV dealt with events relating to the President's investigation of the 

Watergate break-in and alleged cover-up between March 22 and April 30, 

1973. 

Every effort was made to preclude inferences in the presentation 

of this material. A deliberate and scrupulous abstention from conclu

sions, even by implication, was observed. 

With respect to the Presidential recorded conversations, the 

Committee determined to hear the recorded conversations in their 

entirety. The Presidential recorded conversations were neither para

phrased nor summarized by the Inquiry staff. Thus, no inferences, or 

conclusions were drawn for the Committee. During the course of the 

hearings, Members of the Committee heard each recording and simultane

ously followed transcripts prepared by the Inquiry staff. Each of 
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these transcripts is reprinted under the ap.propriate Statement of 

Information. 

During the course of the hearings, the Committee found it neces

sary to issue four subpoenas to President Richard Nixon requiring tape 

recordings of 98 Presidential conversations as well as all papers and 

things prepared by, sent to, received by, or at any time contained in 

the files of H. R. Haldeman, John D. Ehrlichman, Charles W. Colson, John 

Dean, III, and Gordon Strachan to the extent that such papers or things 

related or referred directly or indirectly to the break-in and electronic 

surveillance of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters in the 

Watergate office building during May and June of 1972 or the investiga

tions of that break-in by the Department of Justice, the Senate Select 

Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities, or any other legislative, 

judicial, executive or administrative body, including members of the 

White House staff. 

The Committee also subpoenaed the President's daily diaries (logs 

of Presidential meetings, telephone calls, and other activities) for the 

periods April through July 1972, February through April 1973, July 12 

through July 31, 1973 and October 1973. 

In response to these subpoenas, the President furnished only 

edited White House transcripts of 31 of the subpoenaed conversations 

between March 17 and April 18, 1973. These edited transcripts were 

summarized by the Inquiry staff and made a part of the evidentiary 

material presented to the Committee. To the extent that the President 

declined to comply with the Committee's subpoenas and produce the 
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required material, the record of the Committee now made public in these 

volumes is incomplete. 

In a few instances, Ranking Minority Member Mr. Hutchinson and 

I determined, pursuant to authority granted us by the Committee, to 

defer the release of evidentiary material or to delete it for one of 

the following reasons: 

1) Because the public interest in making the material public was 

outweighed by the potential prejudice to the rights of defendants under 

indictment and awaiting trial, 

2) Because the information was classified or otherwise required 

confidential treatment, 

3) Because the material was only marginally pertinent and was 

considered to be defamatory, degrading or embarrassing, or, 

4) Because the material was not pertinent to Presidential 

responsibility within the outer limits of an impeachable offense within 

the meaning of the Constitution. 

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to follow faithfully 

its mandate "to investigate fully and completely" whether or not suf

ficient grounds exist to recommend that the House exercise its constitu

tional power of impeachment. 

I believe that the readers of these volumes will see that the 

Committee's primary effort in carrying out its mandate has been to ob

tain an objective, impartial presentation which will enable each Member 

of the Committee to make an informed judgment in fulfilling his or her 

constitutional responsibility. 

(VII ) 
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I also believe that the publication of the record of these hear

ings will provide readers with a clear idea of the particulars of the 

investigation and that the proximity of the evidenc~ will assure them 

that no statement of information is offered without supporting eviden

tiary material. 

July 1974 
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

The material contatned in this volume is presented in two sec

tions. Section 1 contains a statement of information footnoted with 

citations to evidentiary mate1dal. Section 2 contains the same state

ment of information followed by the supporting material. 

Supporting material consists of information obtained at hearings 

before the Senate Select Connn:lttee on Presidential Campaign Activities; 

information developed in executive session by other Congressional com

mittees; information furnished. to the Connnittee by the Grand Jury of 

the District of Columbia and by other grand juries; information fur

nished to the Committee by government agencies; transcripts of tape 

recordings of conversations among President Nixon and his key associates 

prepared by the Committee staff; information furnished to the Connnittee 

by the President, the Executive Departments of the Government, the 

Special Prosecutor, and other information obtained by the Committee, 

much of which was already on 1the public record. 

Each page of suppo1rting evidence is labeled with the footnote 

number and a description of the document or the name of the witness 

testifying. Copies of entire pages of documents and testimony are 

included, with brackets around the portions pertaining to the state

ment of information. Marking1:1 on the documents include item numbers 

and receipt stamps of the Howse Judiciary Connnittee and other agencies 

from which the Connnittee rece:ived material. 
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In a few instances, names of persons in sensitive positions 

have been deleted from documents at the request of the CIA, FBI and 

other investigative agencies. Some documents contained deletions when 

the Connnittee received them. 

In the citation of sources, the following abbreviations are 

used: "SSC" for Senate Select Connnittee on Presidential Campaign 

Activities; "SJC" for Senate Judiciary Committee; and "HJC" for House 

Judiciary Connnittee. 
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1. On June 20 or 21, 1972 Fred LaRue, Special Assistant to CRP 

Campaign Director John Mitchell, and Robert Mardian, an official of CRP 

acting as its counsel, met in LaRue's apartment with Gordon Liddy. 

Liddy told LaRue and Mardian that he and Howard Hunt had developed the 

plans for entries into the DNC and the McGovern presidential campaign 

offices; that certain persons involved in Watergate previously had 

been involved in operations of the White House "Plumbers" unit, 

specifically entering the offices of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist 

and making ITT lobbyist Dita Beard unavilable as a witness at the 

Senate Judiciary Committee hearings on the nomination of Richard 

Kleindienst to be Attorney General; and that he had shredded evidence 

relating to the Watergate break-in. Liddy told Mardian and LaRue that 

commitments for bail money, maintenance and legal services had been 

made to those arrested in connection with the DNC break-in and that 

Hunt felt it was CRP's obligation to provide bail money and to get 

his men out of jail. 

Page 

1.1 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2286-89, 2309 ••••••••••• 88 

1.2 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2357-59 ••••••••••••• 93 
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2. Later that day (or, according to Mitchell, the day following) 

Mardian and LaRue met with John Mitchell and told him of their meeting 

with Liddy, including the details of the DNC break-in, the involvement 

of Magruder and Liddy in the DNC break-in, Liddy's and Hunt's prior 

surreptitious entry into the office of Daniel tllsberg's psychiatrist, 

and Hunt's earlier activities involving Dita Beard. Mitchell was also 

advised of Liddy's request for bail money and of Liddy's statement 

that he got his approval in the White House. Mitchell instructed 

Mardian to tell Liddy that bail money would not be forthcoming. 

Mitchell has testified that he refrained from advising the President 

of what he had learned because he did not think it appropriate for the 

President to have that type of knowledge, and that he believed that 

knowledge would cause the President to take action detrimental to the 

campaign and that the best thing to do was just to keep the lid on 

through the election. 
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2.1 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2288 •••••••••••••••••••• 98 

2.2 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2363, 2429 •••••••••• 99 

2.3 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1621-22, . 1628, 
1643-44, 1660 . .............................. . ..... . 101 
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3. During the week after the break-in at the DNC, Jeb Magruder told 

Hugh Sloan that Sloan might have to perjure himself regarding his pay

ments to Gordon Liddy prior to the break-in. · Magruder told Sloan that 

Sloan would have to say that he had given only approximately $75,000 to 

$80,000 to Gordon Liddy. Sloan had in fact given Liddy approximately 

$199,000. 
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3.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 800-01 ••••••• • ••••••• 108 

3.2 Hugh Sloan testimony, 2 SSC 543 •••••••••••••••••••• 110 

3. 3 Earl Silbert testimony, SJC, Silbert Nomination 
Hearings , 4.'5-48 . ................................... 111 
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4. On the afternoon of June 23, 1972 Hugh Sloan met with John 

Ehrlichman at Sloan's request to discuss Sloan's cash disbursements to 

Liddy. Ehrlichman told Sloan that he did not wish to discuss the sub

ject with him and suggested that Sloan get an attorney. Sloan has 

testified that Ehrlichman said that he would take executive privilege 

with respect to whatever Sloan told him until after the election. 

Earlier that day Sloan had spoken to Dwight Chapin, the President's 

appointments secretary about his "concern that there was something 

very wrong at the campaign collllllittee." Chapin said that the important 

thing was that the President be protected. 
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4.1 Hugh Sloan testimony, 2 SSC 544-46 ••••••••••••••••• 116 

4.2 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2699 •••••••••••••• 119 
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from SSC) ..•....•..••.•..•...••.••.••.... • .•..•.... • 120 
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5. On June 23, 1972 Mitchell, Mardian, LaRue and Dean attended a 

meeting in Mitchell's CRP office. Mardian raised the possibility that 

since the persons arrested were former CIA people the CIA should take 

care of its own in furnishing their bail moaey. It was suggested diet 

Dean determine if CIA assistance could be obtained. Mitchell has testi

fied that to his best recollection the concept of the CIA's providing 

funds was not discussed in his presence. 
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6. On or befo, ~ June 26, 1972 John Ehrlichman told CIA Deputy Director 

Vernon Walters that John Dean would be Walters' White House contact on 

matters affecting Watergate. On June 26 or 27, 1972 Dean met with Walters 

and discussed the possibility of using the CIA to provide funds for the 

bail and salaries of persons involved in the break-in at the DNC head

quarters. Walters rejected the suggestion. On the morning of June 28, 

1972 Dean repeated the suggestion to Walters that the CIA assist the 

persons arrested. Walters again rejected the suggestion. 

Page 

6.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2561-62 ••••••••••• 130 

6.2 Vernon Walters testimony, 9 SSC 3408-12 •••••••••••• 132 
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6.4 Memorandum for record from Vernon Walters, 
June 28, 1972, SSC Exhibit No. 130, 
9 SSC 3816-17 .. ................•................... . 140 

6.5 Memorandum for record from Vernon Walters, 
June 29, 1972, SSC Exhibit No. 131, . 
9 SSC 3818 . ..•.................•.................. . 142 
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7. On June 28, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with John Dean at the White 

House. Ehrlichman approved Dean's contacting Herbert Kalmbach, the 

President's personal attorney and a Presidential campaign fundraiser, 

to ask Kalmbach to raise funds for the Watergate defendants. Kalmbach 

flew to Washington during the night of June 28, 1972, and the following 

morning Dean met Kalmbach and asked Kalmbach to raise and distribute 

such funds. Dean indicated that Kalmbach should raise from $50,000 to 

$100,000, and Kalmbach accepted this assignment. Kalmbach has testified 

that he acted in the belief that these payments were necessary to dis

charge a moral obligation that had arisen in some manner unknown to 

him by reason of earlier events. 
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7.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 28, 1972 (received 
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7.2 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2566-69 ••••••••••• 145 

7.3 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
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7.4 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 950 ••••••••••••••••••••• 152 

7.5 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2092, 
2097-98 . .......................................... . 153 
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8. On or about June 28, 1972 Magruder met with Herbert Porter, who 

was in charge of the CRP surrogate speakers program, and asked Porter 

to corroborat~ to the FBI a false story that CRP had paid Liddy $100,000 

to conduct lawful intelligence projects to prevent disruption of cam

paign speeches by radical groups. Porter agreed to repeat the false 

story to FBI agents. Porter has testified that he felt a deep sense 

of loyalty to the President and was appealed to on this basis. 
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8.2 Herbert Porter testimony, 2 SSC 635-36, 
645, 649, 6 78 . ................ , ................... . 160 
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9. On June 29, 1972, after Kalmbach agreed to undertake the fund

raising assignment, he telephoned Maurice Stans and told him he needed 

from $50,000 to $100,000 for an important and confidential White House 

assignment. Later that day Stans delivered $75,000 in $100 bills to 

Kalmbach in Kalmbach' s hotel 1room. The next day Kalmbach delivered 

the funds to Anthony Ulasewicz, who previously had undertaken assign

ments for the White House. Kalmbach told him that the funds were for 

the Watergate defendants, that the payments would be in absolute 

secrecy and that contact between Kalmbach and Ulasewicz would be from 

. 
phone booths using alias names. 
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10. On or about June 29, 1972 LaRue met Kalmbach in Kalmbach' s hotel 

room. Kalmbach advised LaRue of the nature of his assignment to provide 

financial support for the Watergate defendants. They discussed the 

method whereby the defendants could be contacted, how the amount of 

money needed could be determined, the man who would make the contacts 

(Ulasewicz, alias Mr. Rivers) and a code name to be used for contacts 

between Kalmbach and LaRue (i.e., Mr. Bradford). They determined that 

the contacts with the defendants should be made through the defendants' 

attorneys. 
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10.2 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2097-99 •••••••••• 178 
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11. In early July 1972 the President met with John Ehrlichman. 

Ehrlichman has testified that they discussed executive clemency with 

respect to those who might be indicted in connection with the break-in 

at the DNC headquarters, and that the President told him that he wanted 

no one in the White House to get into the area of executive clemency 

with anyone involved in the Watergate case and that no assurances of 

executive clemency should be made to anyone. At the time of this dis

cussion with Ehrlichman, the President was aware that Howard Hunt had 

"surfaced" in connection with the Watergate break-in and was a former 

member of the Special Investigations Unit in the White House (the 

"Plumbers"). The President was concerned that the FBI investigation 

of the break-in not expose the activities of that unit. 
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11.6 President Nixon statement, May 22, 1973, 
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12. In or about July 1972 and at other times subsequently, John 

Dean told H. R. Haldeman that CRP was raising funds for those involved 

in the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 
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13. On July 5, 1972 John Mitchell was interviewed by agents of the FBI 

and stated to them that he had no knowledge of the break-in at the DNC 

headquarters other than what he had read in newspaper accounts of that 

incident. Mitchell has testified that prior to the time he was inter

viewed by the FBI he received a report from Robert Mardian and Fred LaRue 

of a conversation they had with Gordon Liddy in which Liddy described 

his role in the Watergate break-in; but he was not sure this informa-

tion was correct when he was interviewed by the FBI on July 5, 1972 and 

he was not volunteering any information under any circumstances. 
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14. On or about July 7, 1972 after several unsuccessful efforts by 

Ulasewicz to deliver funds for the Watergate defendants to attorneys, 

and after telephone conversations among Kalmbach, LaRue and Dean, in

structions were given by Kalmbach to Ulasewicz to contact Howard Hunt's 

attorney, William Bittman. After that contact was made and after 

approval by Kalmbach of a $25,000 payment, Ulasewicz delivered $25,000 

to Bittman by placing an unmarked envelope containing the money on a 

shelf in the lobby of Bittman's office building. 
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14.1 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2103-04 •••••••••• 208 

14.2 Anthony Ulasewicz testimony, 6 SSC 2222-27, 
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June 11, 1973, 51-52 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 218 

(16) 



15. In mid-July 1972, upon instructions from Kalmbach, Ulasewicz 

delivered $40,000 to Howard Hunt's wife for the benefit of the Watergate 

defendants and $8,000 to Gordon Liddy by sealing these monies in unmarked 

envelopes and placing them in lockers at Washington National Airport. 

These payments were made from the funds Kalmbach previously had obtained 

from Stans and delivered to Ulasewicz. In the usual situation in making 

such deliveries to Mrs. Hunt, Ulasewicz informed Kalmbach of the amount 

requested, and Kalmbach in turn discussed the amount with Dean or LaRue, 

and then instructed Ulasewicz to make the delivery in a specified amount. 
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16. On July 19, 1972 Porter falsely stated to FBI agents that the 

funds he had paid Liddy were for the purpose of co_nducting lawful 

political activities. 
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17. On July 20, 1972 Magruder falsely stated to FBI agents that he 

had authorized Sloan to permit Liddy to spend up to $250,000 to gather 

intelligence information for use in attempting to prevent disruption at 

the convention and at speeches by surrogate celebrities and political 

figures. Magruder has testified that he had volunteered at one point 

"to take the heat" but that the decision was that if it got to him it 

would go higher. 
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18. On July 19, 1972 Herbert Kalmbach met with Dean and LaRue in 

Dean's EOB office. At that meeting, LaRue, in Dean's presence, delivered 

cash to Kalmbach for use in meeting the commitments to the Watergate 

defendants. That evening Kalmbach delivered this cash to Ulasewicz in 

a hotel room in New York City. The amount of this cash is uncertain, 

being reported as $20,000 by LaRue and as $40,000 by Kalmbach. On or 

about July 20, 1972 Kalmbach was asked by either Dean or LaRue to 

raise from outside contributors additional funds for the Watergate 

defendants. On July 27, 1972 Kalmbach received another $30,000 from 

LaRue in LaRue's CRP office. These payments to Kalmbach were made by 

LaRue out of $81,000 in cash he had received from Stans and Sloan 

early in July, when Stans decided that it would be unwise to retain 

such a cash sum in FCRP custody. 
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19. On or about July 26, 1972 Herbert Kalmbach met with John 

Ehrlichman in Ehrlicbman's office. Kalmbach has testified to the 

following regarding that meeting: Ehrlichman assured Kalmbach that 

it was necessary and legally proper for Kalmbach to continue secretly 

to raise and provide funds for the persons involved in the break-in 

at the DNC headquarters; Kalmbach asked Ehrlichman to assure him that 

Dean had authority to direct him in this assignment, and Ehrlichman 

stated that Dean had that authority, that it was a legally proper 

project and that Kalmbach was to go forward with it; Kalmbach requested 

the meeting because he had become concerned whether the secret payments 

operation he was conducting with Ulasewicz was a legally proper activity, 

whether Dean had authority to have Kalmbach tmdertake that assignment, 

and whether the operation should be continued; and Kalmbach received 

the desired reassurance from Ehrlichman. Ehrlichman has testified that 

he did not give assurances to Kalmbach. On April 19, 1973, just prior 

to Kalmbach's testifying before the Watergate Grand Jury, he and Ehrlich-

man discussed by telephone their July 26, 1972 conference. Ehrlichman 

tape recorded that conversation. 
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20. On or about August 5, 1972 Kalmbach met in California with 

Thomas Jones, Chairman of Northrr;p Corporation, who previously had 

contributed and had offered to provide additional funds for the Presi

dent's campaign. At that meeting Jones delivered to Kalmbach a wrapped 

package of cash ($50,000 according to Jones, and $75,000 according to 

Kalmbach). Shortly thereafter Ulasewicz came to California and 

Kalmbach covertly delivered $75,000 in cash to Ulasewicz for the 

Watergate defendants. Kalmbach has testified that a few days there

after he advised Ehrlichman that in connection with his assignment he 

had raised $75,000. Ehrlichman has testified that he places this 

conversation with Kalmbach in April 1973 rather than August 1972. 

In August 1972, in accordance with the procedures previously 

described (paragraph 15), Ulasewicz made two payments to Mr. or Mrs. 

Howard Hunt ($43,000 and $18,000) by placing unmarked envelopes con

taining the money in lockers at Washington National Airport. 
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21. On August 10, 1972 Herbert Porter testified falsely before the 

Watergate Grand Jury that the money he had paid Liddy prior to the 

Watergate break-in was for the purpose of obtaining information regard

ing plans by radical groups to disrupt political rallies. 
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22. On August 18, 1972 Jeb Magruder testified falsely before 

the Watergate Grand Jury that CRP had paid Gordon Liddy to conduct 

lawful intelligence projects. Magruder has testified that he felt 

it important that the story of the Watergate break-in did not come 

out in its true form, and he volunteered to work on the cover-up 

story. Prior to his grand jury testimony Magruder met at different 

times with John Mitchell and John Dean. Magruder has testified that 

Dean, Mitchell and others helped prepare him for his grand jury 

appearance. Mitchell has testified that he attended a meeting with 

Magruder and others where Magruder outlined the nature of the testimony 

that he was going to give. Dean has testified that he informed H. R. 

Haldeman and John Ehrlichman about Magruder's proposed story and 

Herbert Porter's proposed corroboration of it. Ehrlichman has denied 

that he was so advised. Magruder has testified that his reason for 

testifying falsely was that "if it had gotten out that people like 

Mr. Mitchell and others had been involved at that point in time, I 

honestly thought that his [the President's] re-election would be 

probably negated. 11 
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23. On August 28, 1972 Egil Krogh, an assistant to Ehrlichman who 

had established the Plumbers organization (the White House Special Inves

tigations Unit) appeared and testified falsely before the Watergate 

Grand Jury that he had no knowledge that Howard Hunt had traveled to 

any place other than Texas while he was working on the declassification 

of the "Pentagon Papers." He also testified falsely that he knew of no 

trips to California "for the White House" by Gordon Liddy. 
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24. In the su11111er of 1972 Dwight Chapin, the President's appointments 

secretary, met with Donald Segretti. Segretti, whom Chapin had employed 

to disrupt the campaigns of candidates for the Democratic presidential 

nomination, had previously been questioned by the grand jury investigating 

the Watergate break-in and by the FBI. Segr~tti has testified: 

Mr. Chapin told me to cease all activities. I 
asked Mr. Chapin if I should make an accounting 
of funds, that I did have some money that was left 
over. Mr. Chapin told me, no, to keep whatever 
money I had remaining as a bonus; and I had been 
through a lot of problems, with the FBI and the 
grand jury appearance. 

The amount involved was several thousand dollars. They also discussed 

the possibility of Chapin's finding Segretti a job. 

24.1 Memorandum from Dwight Chapin, November 5, 
1972, Exhibit 32, United States v. Chapin 
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25. On or about September 12 or 13, 1972, at 12:00 noon, John 

Mitchell, John Dean and Jeb Magruder met. Magruder outlined the false 

story he was planning to give before the Watergate Grand Jury regarding 

the meetings among Mitchell, Magruder, Dean and Gordon Liddy in 

January and February 1972 at which political intelligence and electronic 

surveillance had been discussed. Mitchell did not express any disagree

ment. Thereafter, Magruder appeared before the grand jury and testified 

falsely. 
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26. On September 14, 1972 John Mitchell testified before the 

Watergate Grand Jury that he had no prior knowledge of illegal CRP 

political intelligence operations or of Gordon Liddy's political 

intelligence gathering activities. 
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27. On September 15, 1972 Gordon Liddy, Howard Hunt and the 

five persons arrested in the DNC Watergate offices were indicted for 

several offenses including burglary, unlawful entry for the purpose 

of intercepting oral and wire communications, and conspiracy. 
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28. On September 15, 1972 John Dean met with the President and 

· H. R. Haldeman. They discussed the Watergate investigations and the 

indictment returned earlier that day. The President discussed with 

Haldeman and Dean the way Dean had handled the matter. The President 

said: 

Well, the whole thing is .a can of worms. As you know, 
a lot of this stuff went on. And, uh·, and, uh, and the 
people who worked [unintelligible] awfully embarrassing. 
And, uh, and, the, uh, but the, but the way you, you've 
handled itt it seems to me, has been very skillful, 
because you - putting your fingers in the dik~s every 
time that leaks have sprung h ... e and sprung there. 
[Unintelligible] having people straighten the [unintel
ligible]. The Grand Jury is dismissed now? 

28.1 House Judiciary Committee transcript of tape 
recording of meeting among the President, 
H. R. Haldeman and John Dean on September 15, 
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29. On September 17 or 18, 1972 Kalmbach was directed by Dean or 

LaRue to deliver $53,500 to Mrs. Howard Hunt for the benefit of the Water

gate defendants and to deliver the remainder of the funds he had received 

to LaRue. On September 19, 1972, after having been directed by Kalmbach 

to make these deliveries, Ulasewicz delivered $.53,500 to Mrs. H\lllt by 

placing the cash · in an unmarked envelope in a locker at the Washington 

National Airport, and delivered $29,900 to LaRue by placing the cash 

in an unmarked envelope on a shelf in the lobby of a Howard Johnson's 

Hotel near LaRue's residence. On September 21, 1972 Kalmbach, LaRue, 

and Dean met in Dean's office to reconcile Kalmbach's and LaRue's 

records of Kalmbach's ~isbursements of the funds he had obtained from 

Stans, LaRue and Jones. These records showed that as of September 21, 

1972 Kalmbach had disbursed $187,500 for the benefit of the seven 

defendants and $29,900 to LaRue. Kalmbach said that he did not wish 

to continue his role concerning the payments to the defendants. At the 

end of the meeting, Kalmbach burned his records in an ashtray on Dean's 

desk. 

Page 

29.1 Anthony Ulasewicz testimony, 6 SSC 2231-32, 
2244 ....•...•...................................... 374 

29.2 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2110-11 •••••••••• 378 

29.3 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2992-93 •••••••••••••••• 380 

29.4 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
November 19, 1973, 102 (received from 
Watergate Grand Jury) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 382 

29.5 Memorandum to William 0. Bittman from Dorothy 
Hunt; September 19, 1972 (received from SSC) •.••••• 383 

(31) 



30. In October 1972 CRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson told Fred 

LaRue and John Dean that William Bittman, Hunt's attorney, needed 

additional money for legal fees. Using the alias "Mr. Baker," 

LaRue contacted Bittman and caused cash ($25,000 or $20,000) to be 

delivered to Bittman's office. The package was received at Bitt

man's office in Hunt's presence. LaRue has testified that he under

stood the money was for legal fees for Bittman. 
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31. On November 10, 1972 John Dean met with Donald Segretti in Palm 

Springs, California. Dean taped a conversation in which Segretti 

described his disruption of the ca1111paigns of candidates for the Democratic 

presidential nomination during the period he was employed by Dwight 

Chapin. On November 11, 1972 Dean was called from Palm Springs to Key 

Biscayne, Florida where H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman had accom

panied the President. Dean flew to Florida and reported on Segretti 

to Haldeman and Ehrlichman. Segretti has testified that in mid-November 

1972 Dean offered him a position i n Montego Bay, Jamaica, at a salary 

of about $35,000 per year. 
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32. In Noveni>er 1972 Howard Hunt telephoned Charles Colson. Colson 

recorded the conversation. Hunt discussed with Colson the need to make 

additional payments for the defendants in United States v. Liddy. 

Hunt said: 

[T]his is a long haul thing and the stakes are 
very, very high and I thought that you would want to 
know that this thing must not break apart for foolish 
reasons •••• 

We're protecting the guys who are really respon
sible ••• but at the same time, this is a two way 
street and as I said before, we think that now is the 
time when a move should be made and surely the cheapest 
commodity available is money. 

Colson gave a tape recording of the conversation to John Dean. Dean 

has testified that on or about November 15, 1972 he met with John 

Ehrlichman and H. R. Haldeman at Camp David, Maryland and played the 

recording for them. Ehrlichman has testified that he does not recall 

ever hearing the recording. Dean also has testified that inmediately 

after the meeting at Camp David, he met with John Mitchell regarding 

the defendants' money demands and played the recording for him. 
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33. On or about December 1, 1972 William Bittman, Howard Hunt's 

attorney, gave a folded paper to CRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson. 

Parkinson gave it to John Dean and to Fred LaRue. In or around 

early December 1972 Dean had a discussion with Haldeman about CRP's 

need for funds for the defendants in United States v. Liddy, during 

which Haldeman approved the transfer to CRP of a cash fund of 

$350,000 in campaign contributions which had been placed at the 

disposal of the White House at Haldeman's direction prior to April 7, 

1972. The first portion of between $40,000 and $70,000 was delivered 

by Haldeman' s assistant Gordon Strachan to LaRue. Shortly thereafter 

LaRue delivered $40,000 to Bittman by messenger. In January 1973 the 

remaining $280,000 was delivered to LaRue. In January 1973 FCRP 

Director Maurice Stans approved the transfer of $14,000 or $17,000 

in campaign funds to LaRue. 
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34. On December 31, 1972 Howard Hunt wrote to Charles Colson, 

requesting that Colson meet with Hunt's attorney, William Bittman. 

Hunt said, "There is a limit to the endurance of any man trapped in 

a hostile situation and mine was reached on December 8th." (Hunt's · 

wife had been killed in a plane crash on that date.) On January 2, 

1973 Colson wrote to Dean forwarding a copy of Hunt's letter. The 

transmittal slip from Colson stated, "Now what the hell do I do?" 

On January 3, 1973 John Ehrlichman, Colson and Dean met to discuss 

Hunt's letter. Ehrlichman and Dean have testified that the three 

discussed the subject of executive clemency. Colson has stated he 

met privately with Dean and discussed the need to give personal 

reassurance to Hunt. Later that day and on the following day, Colson 

met with Bittman. According to Colson, Bittman told him that if 

Hunt went to jail, Hunt did not want to stay in jail beyond the end 

of the year, and Colson replied that he could not make any represen

tation, but that as long as he was around he would do everything he 

could to help Hunt. 

34.1 Letter from E. Howard Hunt to Charles Colson, 
December 31, 1972 and memorandum from Charles 
Colson to John Dean, January 2, 1973, SSC 
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35. Between January 3 and January 5, 1973 John Caulfield, a friend 

of James McCord and former assistant to John Dean, delivered to Dean a 

handwritten copy of a letter Caulfield had received from McCord. McCord's 

letter stated, "If Helms goes and the Watergate operation is laid at 

CIA's feet, where it does not belong, every tree in the forest will 

fall. Just pass the message that if they want it to blow, they 

are on exa.ctly the right course." 

35.1 Letter from James McCord to John Caulfield, 
December 28, 1972, SSC Exhibit No. 34-29, 
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36. On January 11, 1973 Hunt pleaded guilty to all counts of the 

indictment against him in United States v. Liddy. The remaining 

defendants, except for Gordon Liddy and James McCord, pleaded guilty 

to all counts against them on January 15, 1973. 
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37. On January 12, 14 and 25, 1973 offers of executive clemency were 

made to McCord by Caulfield at the direction of Dean. 
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38. In January 1973 LaRue discussed with Dean a payment to Gordon 

Liddy's attorney and shortly thereafter delivered $20,000 to Peter 

Maroulis, Liddy's attorney. 
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39. On January 23, 1973 Herbert Porter and Jeb Magruder testified 

falsely during the trial in United States v. Liddy that Porter had paid 

Liddy to conduct a program of infiltrating radical groµps to obtain 

political intelligence. Magruder has testified that he had previously 

told Haldeman that Magruder would commit perjury and that Porter had 

been cooperative. Haldeman denies that he was so informed. 
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40. In about January or February 1973 LaRue made payments of 

$25,000 and $35,000 in cash to Howard Hunt's attorney, William Bittman. 

These funds came from the money that LaRue had received from the 

White House. 
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41. On February 7, 1973 the United States Senate, by a vote of 

77 to 0, established the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Cam

paign Activities (SSC) "to conduct an investigation and study of the 

extent, if any, to which illegal, improper, or unethical activities 

were engaged in by any persons, acting either individually or in 

combination with others, in the presidential election of 1972, or in 

any related campaign or canvass •••• " The authorizing resolution 

"directs the select committee to make a complete investigation and 

study" of activities "which have any tendency to reveal the full 

facts" in respect to sixteen specified topics including the break-in 

and the electronic surveillance at the DNC headquarters, the payment 

of money or the use of coercion, threats or other means to conceal 

evidence relating to the break-in, presidential campaign sabotage, 

presidential campaign fundraising and the concealment, suppression or 

destruction of evidence relating to matters within the Committee's 

jurisdiction. 
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42. On February 9, 1973 H. R. Haldeman sent John Dean an "Eyes 

only" memorandum. Mr. Haldeman wrote: 

Obviously the key on the Ervin Committee is the 
minority staff and more importantly, the minority 
counsel. We've got to be sure we get a real tiger, 
not an old man or a soft-head, and although we let 
the conunittee membership slip out of our grasp, we've 
got to find a way to be sure we get the very best man 
we can for counsel. 

He directed Dean to have the Attorney General "order the FBI project 

on the 1968 bugging ••• ", so as to gather the data on whether the 

President was subject to bugging during the 1968 campaign. He also 

stated that "Mitchell should probably have Kendall [President of Pepsi 

Cola Company] call DeLoach [former FBI Assistant Director now working 

for Mr. Kendall] in and say that if this project turns up anything that 

DeLoach hasn't covered with us, he will, of course, have to fire him." 
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43. On February 10 and 11, 1973 R.R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, 

John Dean and Special Counsel to the President Richard Moore met at 

San Clemente and at Haldeman's cottage at Rancho Lacosta, California 

to discuss strategy for the hearings of the Senate Select Connnittee on 

Campaign Activities. The meeting was called because the President 

wanted to know what planning was being done for the hearings and what 

strategy should be adopted with respect to the White House position on 

executive privilege and other similar matters. The meetings involved 

between 8 and 14 hours of discussion. It was agreed that CRP rather 

than the White Rouse would take primary responsibility for the defense 

on Watergate-related matters and that John Mitchell should be asked to 

coordinate these activities. According to Ehrlichman there was dis

cussion of possible dilatory tactics with respect to the hearings of 

the Senate Select Committee on Campaign Activities. One tactic con

sidered was monetary assistance to the attorneys for the Watergate defen

dants in possibly seeking judicial delay of the hearings. It was agreed 

that Moore would go to New York to speak to Mitchell about the group's dis

cussions and Mitchell's role in preparing for the hearings. 

43.l John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 982-86; memorandum 
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44. On or about February 14, 1973 Magruder met with Haldeman and 

discussed Magruder's possible future employment. Prior to this meeting 

Hugh Sloan had told John Dean that because of Jeb Magruder's suggestion 

to Sloan in June 1972 that Sloan perjure himself regarding the funds 

paid to Gordon Liddy by CRP, Sloan would testify against Magruder if 

Magruder should be nominated for a high government office. On or about 

February 19, 1973 Dean met with Haldeman, and he thereafter drew up an 

agenda of matters to be discussed and resolved at a meeting between 

Haldeman and the President. In that agenda it was stated that Magruder 

wanted to return to. the White House; that Magruder "may be vulnerable 

(Sloan) until Senate hearings are completed;" and that Magruder 

"personally is prepared to withstand confirmation hearings." On February 

23, 1973 Sloan met with Haldeman. According to Sloan, Haldeman told 

Sloan that no individual who had become a prominent figure in the 

Watergate matter would be placed in a high government position. On March 

2, 1973 Magruder met with Haldeman and Dean. At: this meeting Magruder was 

offered and subsequently accepted the position of Deputy Under-Secretary 

of Commerce for Policy Development, a Level IV government position carrying 

an annual salary of $36,000. 
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44.6 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
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45. On February 22, 1973 H. R. Haldeman asked John Dean to prepare 

a briefing paper for a meeting between the President and Attorney 

General Richard Kleindienst. Haldeman told Dean not to transmit the 

memorandum through normal channels, but to hand carry it to him. Dean 

prepared a briefing paper stating that Kleindienst would probably like 

to leave government to accept an offer he had received from a law firm 

but that "Kleindienst is extremely loyal to the President and will do 

anything asked of him by the President." (Emphasis in original.) 

The memorandum set forth recommendations for retaining Kleindienst as 

Attorney General. On February 23, 1973 the Preddent met with Kleindienst 

from 10:08 to 10:52 a.m. Kleindienst testified that the President asked 

him to stay as Attorney General until the Watergate situation was over 

and discussed Kleindienst's role as liaison to the minotity members of 

the Senate Select Committee. 
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46. Dean has testified that prior to February 27, 1973 that he told 

Ehrlichman that he would not be able to assert executive privilege since 

he had so little personal contact with the President. On February 27, 

1973 the President met with John Dean and directed him to assume respon

sibility for Watergate-related matters. Both Haldeman and Ehrlichman 

have testified that the President believed that they were spending too much 

of their time on Watergate matters. Dean has testified that at this 

meeting the President instructed Dean to report directly to him on all 

Watergate matters. There was discussion of preparation for the Senate 

Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Acitivities hearings, which 

included a discussion of the President's meetings with Senator Howard 

Baker, of executive privilege, of the minority counsel to the Select Com

mittee, and whether the White House staff would be permitted to testify 

before the Select Committee. Dean testified that the President stated 

he would not permit White House staff members to appear before the Select 

Committee, but would only permit the answering of written interrogatories. 
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47. On February 28, 1973 the President met with John Dean. The 

following is an index to certain of the subjects discussed in the 

course of that meeting: 

Executive privilege, written 
interrogatories and forthcoming 
hearings of Senate Select 

HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 
TRANSCRIPT PAGE 

Connnittee ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1-8, 18-21, 29-30, 33-35, 65-67 

Wiretapping and domestic 
surveillance ......................... . 

Sentencing of seven Watergate 
de fendail ts .•..••.•.................... 

Clemency and the Watergate 
defendants ... ~ ....................... . 

White House position with respect 
to Watergate trial and appeals •••••••• 

Segretti,Chapin and political 
intelligence ......................... . 

Kalmbach as a witness ••••••••••••••••• 

White House and Watergate 
JDatter .••.••.. • .....•••.•.•.•...••...• 

Role of CRP and John Mjtchell in 
Watergate matter ..•................... 
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48. On February 28, 1973 Senate hearings commenced on the nomination 

of L. Patrick Gray to be Director of the FBI. Grav testified that he had 

shown interview reports and other data from FBI Watergate files to John 

Dean who had told him that the President specifically charged him with 

looking into any involvement on the part of White House staff members. 

Gray offered to open those files to any Senator on either the Senate 

Select Committee or Senate Judiciary Committee who wanted to see them. 

48.1 L. Patrick Gray testimony, SJC, Gray 
Nomination Hearings, February 28, 1973, 
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49. On March 1, 1973 the President met three times with John 

Dean in the Oval Office -- from 9:18 to 9:46 a.m., from 10:36 to 10:44 

a.m. and from 1:06 to 1:14 p.m. The President decided that the White 

House would explain publicly that Dean sat in on FBI interviews because 

he was conducting an investigation for the President. 
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50. On March 2, 1973 President Nixon explained at a press confer-

ence that John Dean had access to FBI interviews in July and August 

1972 because he had conducted an investigation at the direction of the 

President. The President stated that Dean's investigation showed that 

no one on the White House staff in July and August at the time Dean 

conducted his investigation had knowledge of or was involved in the 

Watergate matter. The President promised to cooperate with the 

Senate Select Committee if it conducted its investigation in an 

even-handed way. The President stated that because of executive 

privilege, no President could ever agree to allow the Counsel to the 

President to testify before a congressional committee. The President 

said that if the Congress requested information from a member of the 

White House staff, arrangements would be made to provide that 

information. 
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51. As Gray's confirmation hearings continued during the first 

week in March 1973, public reports circulated that John Dean would be 

called to testify. Dean has testified that on March 4 or 5, 1973 

he reported to Ehrlichman that it would be difficult to win a court 

test of executive privilege involving Dean as Counsel to the President 

because Dean had met with the President so infrequently. 
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52. On March 6, 1973 the President met with John Dean in the 

Oval Office between 11:49 a.m. and 12:00 noon. According to information 

supplied to the Senate Select Couunittee by White House Special Counsel 

Buzhardt, the President decided that executive privilege guidelines 

would cover former as well as present White House personnel, Dean has 

testified that the President told him to report directly to the President 

and not to involve Haldeman and Ehrlichman with Watergate-related matters. 

On March 7, 1973 the President met with Dean in the Oval Office from 

8:53 to 9:16 a.m. and, according to information supplied by Buzhardt, 

there was a discussion of executive privilege guidelines; Dean told the 

President that the White House was clear; and the President inquired as 

to how Gray was doing. Dean has tes ,tified that the President instructed 

him to tell Attorney General Kleindienst to cut off Gray from turning 

over any further Watergate reports to the Senate Judiciary Conmiittee. 

52.1 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and John Dean, March 6-7, 1973 (received from 
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53. On or about March 7, 1973 L. PatriCk Gray and John Ehrlichman 

had a telephone conversation. Gray told EhrliChman that he was being 

pushed awfully hard in certain areas and was not giving an inch, and 

that Ehrlichman knew those areas. Gray also told Ehrlichman to tell 

Dean to be very careful about what he said and to be absolutely certain 

that he kn~w in his own mind that he delivered everyth~g he had to the 

FBI, and not to make any distinction between the recipients of the 

materials. 

53.1 Transcript of tape recorded telephone conver
sation between John Ehrlichman and L. Patrick 
Gray, March 7 or 8, 1973, SSC Exhibit No. 102, 
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54. After the call from Gray, Ehrlichman called Dean. Ehrlichman 

told Dean that Gray wanted to be sure that Dean would stay very firm 

and steady on his story that Dean had delivered every document to the 

FBI and that Dean not start making nice distinctions between agents and 

directors. Ehrlichman also told Dean that he thought they ought to let 

Gray hang there and "twist slowly, slowly in the wind." Dean agreed and 

said, "I Wa!:l in with the boss this morning and that is exactly where he 

was coming out." 

54.1 Transcript of tape recorded telephone conver
sation between John Ehrlichman and John Dean, 
March 7 or 8, 1973, SSC Exhibit No. 102, 7 SSC 
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55. On March 8 ;,. 1973 Dean met w~th the President in the Oval 

Office from 9:51 to 9:54 a.m. Dean has testified that the President 

asked if something had been done to stop Gray from turning over FBI 

materials to the Senate Judiciary Committee, and Dean replied that he 

believed the matter had been taken care of by Attorney General Klein

dienst. On March 10 the Pi:esident and Dean spoke by telephone from 

9:20 to 9:44 a.m. Dean has testified that the President called to 

tell him that the executive privilege statement should be got out 

immediately, and that this should be done before Dean was called before 

the Sena t e Judiciary Committee in connection with the Gray hearings 

so that it would not appear that the statement on executive privilege 

was in response to the action by the Senate committee. 

55.1 Meetings and conversations between the 
President and John Dean, March 8 and 10, 
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56. On March 12, 1973 the President issued a statement on exec-

utive privilege. The statement set forth in part: 

A member or former member of the President's personal 
staff normally shall follow the well-established pre
cedent and decline a request for a formal appearance 
before a committee of the Congress. At the same time, 
it will continue to be my policy to provide all nec
essary and relevant information through informal 
contacts between my present staff and connnittees of 
the Congress in ways which preserve intact the Con
stitutional separation of . the branches. 

56.1 President Nixon statement, March 12, 1973, 
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57. On March 13, 1973 the Senate Judiciary Committee voted in 

executive session to ask John Dean to testify in the Gray confirmation 

hearings concerning his contacts with the FBI during the investigation 

of the Watergate break-in. 
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58. On March 13, 1973 the President met with John Dean from 

12:42 to 2:00 p.m. The following is an index to certain of the subjects 

discussed in the course of the March'13, 1973 meeting: 

Advisability of public disclosure. 

Possible public testimony of Sloan, Kalmbach, Stans 
and Mitchell. • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • 

The pre-June 1972 role of Gordon Strachan in 
Watergate and Strachan's statements to investigators 

The pre-June role of Jeb Magruder in Watergate •• 

John Mitchell, H. R. Haldeman and Gordon Liddy's 
intelligence program at CRP . . ••••••• 

58.1 Tape recording of meeting between the 
President and John Dean, March 13, 1973, 
12:42-2:00 p.m., and House Judiciary 
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59. On March 14, 1973 Dean wrote to Senator James O. Eastland, 

- Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, and, citing the doctrine 

of executive privilege, formally refused to testify in the Senate 

confirmation hearing on the nomination of Gray to be Director of the 

FBI. On the same day the President met with Dean and White House 

Special Counsel Richard Moore in his Executive Office Building Office 

from 9:43 to 10:50 a.m. and from 12:47 to 1:30 p.m, They discussed 

a press conference scheduled for the next day and making Dean a test 

case in the courts on executive privilege. 

59.1 Meetings and conversations between the 
President and John Dean, March 14, 1973 
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60. On March 15, 1973 the President held a press conference. 

He stated he would adhere to his decision not to allow Dean to testify 

before the Congress even if it meant defeat of Gray's nomination as 

Director of the FBI, because there was "a double privilege, the lawyer

client relationship, as well as the Presidential privilege." He also 

stated that he would not be willing to have Dean sit down informally 

and let Senators question him, but Dean would provide all pertinent 

information. 
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61. On or about March 16, 1973 E. Howard Hunt met with Paul 

O'Brien, an attorney for CRP. Hunt informed O'Brien that commitments 

had not been met, that he had done "seamy things" for the White House, 

and that unless he received $130,000 he might review his options. 

March 16, 1973 Hunt also met with Colson's lawyer, David Shapiro. 

According to Colson, Hunt requested of Shapiro that Colson act as 

On 

Hunt's liaison with the White House, but was told that that was impossible. 
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62. On March 17, 1973 the President met with John Dean in the 

Oval Office from 1:25 to 2:10 p.m. (On April 11, 1974 the Committee 

on the Judiciary subpoenaed the President to produce the tape 

recording of the March 17 meeting. The President has refused to pro

duce that tape but has furnished an edited partial transcript of the 

meeting. After having listened to the tape recording of the March 17, 

1973 me~ting, the President on June 4, 1973 discussed with Press 

Secretary Ron Ziegler his recollections of that March 17 meeting. A 

tape recording of the June 4 discussion has been furnished to the 

Committee. The evidence regarding the content of the March 17 meeting 

presently possessed by the Committee also includes a summary of the 

March 17 meeting furnished, in June 1973, to SSC Minority Counsel Fred 

Thompson by White House Special Counsel Buzhardt and the SSC testimony 

of John Dean.) 

In his discussion with Ziegler on June 4, 1973 the President 

told Ziegler the following regarding the March 17 meeting: Up to 

March 17, 1973 the President had no discussion with Dean on the basic 

conception of Watergate, but on the 17th there began a discussion of 

the substance of Watergate. Dean told the President that Dean had 

been over this like a blanket. Dean said that Magruder was good, but 

that if he sees hims~lf sinking he'll drag everything with him. He 

said no one in the White House had prior knowledge of Watergate, except 

possibly Strachan. There was a discussion of whether Haldeman or 

Strachan had pushed on Watergate and whether anyone in the White House 
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was involved. The President said that Magruder put the heat on, 

and Sloan starts pissing on Haldeman. The President said that "we've 

got to cut that off. We can't have that go to Haldeman." The 

President said that looking to the future there were problems and 

that Magruder could bring it right to Haldeman, and that could 

bring it to the White House, to the President. The President said 

that "We've got to cut that back. That ought to be cut out." There 

was also a discussion of the Ellsberg break-in. 

The edited partial transcript of the March 17 meeting 

supplied by the White House contains only a passage of conversation 

relating to Segretti and a portion of the conversation relating to 

the Ellsberg break-in. It contains no discussion of matters relating 

to Watergate. 
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63. On March 19, 1973 Paul O'Brien met with John Dean in the 

EOB and conveyed a message from E. Howard Hunt that if money for living 

and for attorneys' fees were not forthcoming, Hunt might have to recon

sider his options and might have some very seamy things to say about 

Ehrlichman. 
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64. On March 20, 1973 John Ehrlichman met with John Dean at 

the White House. They discussed ~oward Hunt's request for money, the 

possibility that Hunt would reveal activities of the Plumbers' opera

tions if the money were not forthcoming, and plans for Dean to discuss 

the matter with John Mitchell. According to Dean, Dean discussed the 

matter with Mitchell by telephone later that evening, but Mitchell did 

not indicate whether Hunt would be paid, On the afternoon of March 20, 

1973 Ehrlichman had a telephone conversation with Egil Krogh and told 

him Hunt was asking for a large amount of money. They discussed the 

possibility that Hunt might publicly reveal the Plumbers'.operations. 

Krogh has testified that Ehrlichman stated that Hunt might blow the lid 

off and that Mitchell was responsible for the care and feeding of 

Howard Hunt. 
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65. On March 20, 1973 Dean had a conversation with Richard Moore, 

Special Counsel to the President. Dean told Moore that Hunt was demand

ing a large sum of money before his sentencing on March 23, and that 

if this payment were not made, Hunt was threatening to say things that 

would be very serious for the White House. After this conversation, 

Dean and Moore met with the President from 1:42 to 2:31 p.m. According 

to information furnished to the Senate Select Committee by Special Counsel 

Buzhardt, the President and Moore agreed that a statement should be re

leased immediately after the sentencing of the defendants, According to 

Moore, following this meeting he told Dean that Dean should tell the 

President what he knew. According to Dean, Dean told Moore that Dean 

did not think the President understood all of the facts involved in the 

Watergate and particularly the implication of those facts and that Dean 

felt he had to lay those facts and implications out for the President. 

Page 

65.1 Richard Moore testimony, 5 SSC 1944-45 •.••••••.•... 966 

65.2 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 997 •.•..•.••.••.•.•.•••. 968 

65.3 Meetings and conversations between the 
President and John Dean, March 20, 1973 
(received from White House) •..•..•..•..•••••.•.•••. 969 

65.4 Memorandum of substance of Dean's calls and 
meetings with the President, March 20, 1973 
(received from SSC) and accompanying Fred 
Thompson affidavit, SSC Exhibit No. 70A, 
4 s_sc 1794-95 •••• .••......•......•.••••.•.......•.•. 976 

('72) 



66, On March 20, 1973 John Dean had an evening telephone conversation 

with the President during which he arranged a meeting with the President 

for the next morning. According to the edited transcript of this con

versation made public by the White House, Dean requested a meeting with 

the President to go over soft spots and potential problem areas. Dean 

said that his prior conversation with the President had been "sort of 

bits and pieces" and that he wanted to paint the whole picture for the 

President. The President agreed to such a meeting, and the President 

also instructed Dean to try to write a general statement like one that 

would state categorically that based on Dean's investigation Haldeman, 

Colson and others were not involved in the Watergate matter. 

66.1 White House edited transcript of tape recorded 
telephone conversation between President Nixon 

Page 

and John Dean, March 20, 1973,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 980 
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67. On March 21, 1973 the President met with John Dean from 10:12 

to 11:55 a.m. H.R. Haldeman joined the meeting at approximately 11:15 

a.m. the following is an index to certain of the subjects discussed in 

the course of the March 21, 1973 morning meeting: 

Possible involvement of Haldeman, 
Dean, Mitchell, Magruder, Colson, 
Strachan and Porter in Watergate 
matter . . . . . . . . . . 
Clemency and Watergate defen-

Transcript 
Page 

• • • • • • 5-28 

dants • • • • • • ••••••• 61-62 

Whether money should be paid 
to E. Howard Hunt. • • • ••••••• 40-42, 105-06 

67.1 Tape recording of meeting between the President 
and John Dean, joined later by H.R. Haldeman, 
March 21, 1973, 10:12 - 11:55 a.m., and House 

Page 

Judiciary Committee transcript thereof •••••..•••••• 990 
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68. On March 21, 1973 at 12:30 p.m. R.R. Haldeman spoke by telephone 

to John Mitchell, who was in New York City. In addition to reflecting 

the 12:30 p.m. call, Haldeman's telephone log for that day also shows 

a conversation with John Mitchell's office at 4:06 p.m. with a marginal 

notation "car - 9:30 a.m. (word illegible) Nat'l -- Amer 520." Haldeman 

has testified that he does not recall asking Mitchell on March 21 whether 

Mitchell was going to take care of Hunt's demand for money. 
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69. On the afternoon of March 21, 1973 Dean met with Haldeman and 

Ehrlichman. Ehrlichman and Dean have testified that the participants 

at the meeting speculated about John Mitchell's role in the Watergate 

affair, and wondered ·,;hether Mitchell' ,s not coming forward was the cause 

of the beating everyone was taking on the subject of Watergate. Dean 

and Haldeman have testified chat in the late afternoon of March 21, just 

before their second meeting with the President on that day, Dean told 

Haldeman that perhaps the solution to the whole thing was to draw the 

wagons around the White House. According to Haldeman, Dean also said 

that they should let all the chips fall where they may, be ~ause that 

would not hurt anybody at the White House since no one there had a 

problem. 
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70. On the afternoon of March 21, 1973 from 5:20 to 6:01 p.m. the . .. · 
President met with Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean. The following is an 

index to certain of the subjects discussed in the course of the March 21, 

1973 afternoon meeting: 

Possibility of testimony before 
a new Grand Jury or before an 
independent panel established 

Transcript Page 

to investigate facts •••••• 1-4, 21-22 

Possibility of pardon or 
clemency for Hunt ••••••••• 5-6 

What was being done about 
Hunt's demand ••••••••• 6-7 

Existence of persons with 
knowledge •••• 

Written report by Dean on which 
President at some later time 

• 7-8 

could be shown to have relied •••••• 12-19, 23, 30-32 

Ellsberg search and seizure may 
be sufficient for mistrial 

Possibility of Magruder, Chapin, 

• • • • 20 

Dean and Haldeman going to jail ••••• 25-28 

Possibility of Mitchell stepping 
forward and making some kind of 
disclosure . . . . 35 

70.l Tape recording of conversation among the 
President, H.R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman 
and John Dean, March 21, 1973, 5:20 - 6:01 
p.m., and House Judiciary Committee tran-

Page 

script thereof .. , ... , . , , •..••.........•..•....••• , . , .1148 
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71. On the evening of March 21, 1973 Fred LaRue caused approxi-

mately $75,000 in cash to be delivered to William Bittman, attorney for 

E. Howard Hunt. Earlier that day LaRue had called Mitchell when Dean 

refused to authorize the payment to Hunt, and Mitchell had approved 

the payment to Hunt • 

Page 

71.1 Fred LaRue testimony, Watergate Grand 
Jury, February 13, 1974, 2-lOA (received 
from Watergate Grand Jury) ...•..•.•••••..•...•..•. 1188 

71.2 Manyon Millican testimony, Watergate Grand 
Jury, February 13, 1974, 2-7 (received 
from Watergate Grand Jury) ..•••....•.••.....•••.•• 1198 

71.3 Sherman Unger testimony, Watergate Grand 
Jury, February 19, 1974, 3-14 (received 
from Watergate Grand Jury) •••••.•••••..•••.•.•.••. 1204 

71.4 Sherman Unger Grand Jury Exhibits SU-1 
through SU-7, February 19, 1974 (received 
from Watergate Grand Jury) •••••••••.•. , ...••••.... 1216 

71.5 William Bittman testimony, Watergate Grand 
Jury, August 3, 1973, 189-91, 194-96 
(received from Watergate Grand Jury) •.•....•.....• 1226 

71.6 E. Howard Hunt testimony, Watergate Grand 
Jury, July 17, 1973, 95, 111-12 (received 
from Watergate Grand Jury) ..•••...••.•••••.••...•. 1232 

71.7 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
February 14, 1974, 16 (received from 
Watergate Grand Jury) ...••..••...••••••.•.••..••.• 1235 

71. 8 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1630-31. ..•..•••.•. 1236 

.... 

(78) 



72. On April 17, 1973 the President issued the following 

•· 

public statement: 

On March 21, as a result of serious charges 
which came to my attention, some of which were 
publicly reported, I began intensive new 
inquiries into this whole matter. 

In his address to the nation of April 30, 1973 the 

President stated that in March 1973 he received new information 

regarding the involvement of members of the White House staff in 

the Watergate affair, and that: 

As a result, on March 21, I personally assumed 
the responsibility for coordinating intensive new 
inquiries into the matter, and I personally ordered 
those conducting the investigations to get all the 
facts and to report them directly to me, right here 
in this office. 
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73. On the evening of March 2l, 1973 the President dictated .his 

recollections of the events that had occurred on that day. 

73.1 Dictabelt recording of the Presidentts 
recollections of March 21, 1973, and 
House Judiciary Connnittee transcript 
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thereof . ........................................ . 1244 
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74. On the morning of March 22, 1973 at 11:00 a.m. H.R. Haldeman, 

John Ehrlichman, John Mitchell and John Dean met in Haldeman's office. 

Hlademan, Ehrlichman and Dean have testified that at this time Mitchell 

indicated that E. Howard Hunt was not a "problem any longer." Mitchell 

has denied making such a statement. At this meeting, according to 

Ehrlichman and Haldeman, Mitchell stated that the Administration's 

rigidexecutive privilege policy was untenable, both from a legal and · 

from a political standpoint, because it appeared to the public to be a 

cover-up on the part of the President. Haldeman testified that most of 

the discussion at the meeting concerned approaches to dealing with the 

situation, rather than a review of the facts. 
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74.9 John Dean testimony, SSC Executive 
Session, June 16, 1973, 129-31 •••••••••••••••••••• 1272 
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75. On or about March 22, 1973 John Ehrlichman met with E&il Krogh 

at the White House. Ehrlichman assured Krogh that Howard Hunt was 

stable or more stable, that his recommendation was just to hang tough, 

and that Hunt was not going to disclose all. 
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·1. On June 20 or 21, 1972 Fred LaRue, Special Assistant to CRP 

Campaign Director John Mitchell, and Robert Mardian, an official of CRP 

acting as its counsel, met in LaRue's apartment with Gordon Liddy. 

Liddy told LaRue and Mardian that he and Howard Hunt had developed the 

plans for entries into the DNC and the McGovern presidential campaign 

offices; that certain persons involved in Watergate previously had 

been involved in operations of the White House ''Plumbers" unit, 

specifically entering the offices of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist 

and making ITT lobbyist Dita Beard unavilable as a witness at the 

Senate Judiciary Connnittee hearings on the nomination of Richard 

Kleindienst to be Attorney General; and that he had shredded evidence 

relating to the Watergate break-in. Liddy told Mardian and LaRue that 

commitments for bail money, maintenance and legal services had been 

made to those arrested in connection with the DNC break-in and that 

Hunt felt it was CRP's obligation to provide bail money and to get 

his men out of jail. 
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1.1 FRED LaRUE TESTIMONY, JULY 18, 1973, 6 SSC 2286-89, 2309 
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Mr. LARUE. It would be the following l\fonda.y. It would be, I think, 
the 19th of June. 
· Mr. DASH. All right. On that Monday in the evening, did you attend 
a meeting in Mr. Mitchell's 1Vashington apartment at the "\Vatergate? 

Mr. LARUE. Mr. l\Iitchell's apartment~ 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH, "\Vho was at this meeting? 
l\f r. LARUE. Mr. Mitchell was at the meeting, I was at the meeting, 

Mr. l\fardian came to the meeting, Mr. Dean, and Mr. l\Iagruder. 
Mr. DASH. Now, could you tell us generally what the n1eeting was 

about and what discussion took place? 
Mr. LARUE. Mr. Dash, I have no specific recollection of anv of the 

discussions other than I would assume, and I am sure from the par
ticipants, that the discussion centered on the 1Yatergate incident. The 
only specific incident that I recall was a discussion by :Magruder of 
some sensitive files which he had, about my understanding relating 
to this incident, and that he ,ms seeking advice about what to do about 
those files. 
· l\fr. DASH. Now, did the term or the name "Gemstone" used at that 

time? Did he refer to it~ 
Mr. LARUE. If it was used, I do not recall it, no sir. It would not have 

meant anything to me, anyway. 
Mr. DAsH. Had you ever heard of that term "Gemstone"? 
Mr. LARUE. Not at that time, no sir. 
Mr. DASH. Is there a possibility it was used at tlutt time~ 
Mr. LARUE. There is a possibility, but as I say, it would not have 

meant anything to me. 
Mr. DASH. You say Mr. Magruder asked what he should do about 

these sensitive files? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did he get a response to that? 
Mr. LARUE. As I remember, there was a response from Mr. l\Iitchell 

that it might be good. if Mr. Magruder had a fire. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vho said that? 
Mr. LARUE. As near as I can recall, l\Ir. Mitchell said that. 
Mr. DASH. That it might be a good idea if he had a good fire in his 

house? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall in any discussion of the politically sensith·e 

files that the information they involved was electronic snrwillance? 
Mr. LARUE. As I recall, there was a reference to files pertaining to 

electronic surveillance, yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsu. Is it true that at this meeting on June 19, Hl72, where a 

discussion was had about these files and the recommendations that it 
would be good if l\Ir. Magruder had a good fire in his house, was one 
of the o\·e1i acts which is included in the information, the conspiracy 
of information to which you pleaded guilty, the ,Tune 19 nie1•ting? 

l\fr. L.\RUE. Yes, sir; that is true. r l\fr. DAsn. Now, was there n. meeting in your apartment on ,Tune 20, 
1972~ · 

1\fr. LARu.,. Yes, sir. · 
Mr. DAsu. Conl<l you tell us who was there~ 
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2287 

l\lr. LARUE. Mr. l\fardian, Mr. Liddy and myself. 
Mr. DASH. And what was discussed at that time 1 This is :\fr. Gordon 

Liddy? · 
Mr. LARtJE. Yes, that is correct. 
This discussion centered arouncl 1\Ir. Liddy's lmow1e.dge and involve

ment in the break-in. 
Mr. DASH. Yon say centered around his involvement. Coulcl you be 

a little more specific? What did Mr. Liddy say~ Was he there to tell 
you what had occurred? 

Mr. LARUE. I don't know that he was there for that purpose, but 
this is what evolved. 

Mr. DASH. ·who set up the meeting? 
l\fr. LARUE. Mr. Mardian set up the meeting. 
Mr. DASH.· What did you understand, since it was in your apart-

ment, that the meeting was to be about~ · 
Mr. LARUE. l\fy presence in the meeting occurred in this manner: 

Mr. Mardian came to me on that day and wanted to lmow if he could 
borrow my, use my apartment, that he had a meeting set up with 
Gordon Liddy. I told him that would be fine. I gave him the keys 
to my apartment, and I think at that. time, he said, you might as 
well join me. 

Mr. DASH. "Where, by the way, is your apartment located 1 
Mr. LARUE. At that time, I was in Watergate West. 
Mr. DASH. Now, you knew thaL especially from what Mr. Magruder 

had told you on his telephone call with Mr. Liddy, that Mr. Liddy 
had been one of those who was involved in the break-in 1 

:Mr. LARUE. No, l\Ir. Dash, I do not think that was discussed at 
that time. 

Mr. DASH. ·wen, yon said that Mr. :Magruder went back and said 
there was trouble, there was a break-in, that that was the day they 
were going to go into Democratic national headquarters when )Ir. 
Lidd_v was on the phone. ·when Mr. Magruder came back, didn't you 
say that Mr. Liddy had toid Mr. Magruder about the break-in i 

l\Ir. LARUE. Yes; but I don't think that at that time, Mr. Liddy 
had indicated any involvement of himself at that operation. 

:\fr. DASH. Did he mention Mr. McCord? 
)fr. LARUE. He did mention }Ir. :McCord, yes, sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. At that time, did he mention himself at your apart-

ment on June 20 ? 
~fr. L.-ill.UE. Yes, sir. 
)fr. DAsH. Could you tell us what he did say about ibis involvement 1 
Mr. LARUE. Mr. Liddy told us that he had recmited the five people 

that had been caught in the Democratic National Committee, that he 
had, he and Mr. Himt had set up this operation, that he ,and Mr. Hunt 
were at a 1hotel room at the Watergate Hotel during the actual break
in. He described the listening post that they had across the street 
at the Howard ,Johnson's. 

Mr. DAsH. By the way, did he tell you about any other activity he 
had been engaged in for intelligence purposes or covert activities be
sides the break-in at the ,v atergate? 

J\fr. LARUE. Yes, he did. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us what they did? 
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Mr. L,\l{uE. :\Ir. Liddv mentioned that he had on other occasions 
been invoked in incidents or operations for the 1-Yhite House, and he 
sp~citi_cally. mentioned tlie attempted bmglary of the office of the psy
cluatnst of Mr. Ellsberg. He specifically mentioned another incident 
in which )fr. Hunt used a disguise, I think-this was in Denver. Colo. 
when Mrs. Dita Beard :was in the hospital. )Ir. Hunt used a d)so·nis~ 
to surreptitiously enter the room and have a com•crsation with :.\Irs. 
Beard. 

Mr. DASH. Do you recall any other incidents that he talked about '? 
l\fr. L ,\RUE. I don't recall any, no, sir. 
Mr. J?ASH. J:?o you recal~ Mr. Liddy telling you or :\fr. )Iardian 

about lns shootrng out the lights around the )IcGoYern headquarters? 
Mr. LARt rE. Yes, I do recall that. 
Mr. DASH. That was during an unsuccessful attempt to break into 

McGovern headquarters? 
Mr. LARGE. An unsuccessful attempt. He had shot out some lights, 

I think in an alley or someplace around )kGo\·crn headquarters. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall Mr. Liddy discussing at that time whether 

or not .there ,vas any possibility he might get caught or might get found 
out? 

Mr. LARUE. Mr. Liddy assured us that he had concluded this opera
tion in such a manner that it could not be traced to him. that "·e should 
not have any fears that any subsequent innstigatior~ would lend to 
him. 

Mr. DASH. Newrtheless, did )fr. Liddy offer any type of punish
ment that he would be wi1ling to accept for his :failure in this case? 

Mr. L.\RUE. Yes; )fr. Liddy assured us that in any e\·ent, he ,vould 
never reveal any information about this in the course of any inn,stiga
tion, even if it led to him, but if we were not satisfied with that assur
ance, that though he was, I think. personally or morally opposed to 
suicide. that if we would instruct him to be on any street comer at . any 
time h ·e would be there and \Ve could ham him assassinated. 

)f~·. D.,sH. In other words, he was ,Yilling to be rubbed out? 
)fr. L.\RrE. Yes, sir. 

. )[r. DASH. I take i.t nobody took him np on his offer? 

LJ
fr. L.\R1:1::. X ot that I know of. 110. sir. · 

. M.· r. D .\sH. Xow. the meeting was between you, ::\farclian. ancl 1[r. 
ddv in vour ·apartment? · 
Mr:. L.\Ilt,"E. Yes. sir. 
Mr. D.,sn. :N"o,v: it ,ms_ this mePtin!:!· that ,·ou had with 1Ir. Liddy 

in \Yhieh these revelations came from' :\fr. tidd-v. "'as this inform:1-
tion reported to l\fr. )fitchell? · 

)fr. LA Rem. Yes. it was. 
)fr. D.\SH. Do you recall when it was. bY whom? 
)fr. L\RCE. The best of mv recollec.tion would be the same day, 

the afternoon or late e\'ening· o-f .Tune 20. 
l\f r. D .,sn. '\Y11nt ,ms )I°r. ::\Iitchell's reaction ,\·hen he heard wltat 

you had to say? 
Mr. L.,RrT. "\Yell. he was-l\fr. ::\fitchell is not a 1wrson that demon-

strates a gre:1t dea 1 of emotion about anything, }fr. Dash. I donl 
recall any specific reaction. . : 

l\fr. _D.,sn. Xow, did }fr. Liddy tell you who had apprond the 
lpe~·ahon ,Yhe1~ ~1e "·as klling yoll ahont tlw break-in nt the D .t'moeratic 
Xat1011nl Comnuttel' heaclqnnrters. or any of t)le other acth·ities? 
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l\Ir. LARUE.No; not to my recollection, no, sir. . 
l\fr. D,\SII. Did he not tell yon that he was actmg on the approval 

of the \Vhite House or :i\Ir. l\Iitd1ell? 
l\fr. L,\RUE. l\Ir. Dash, I don't recall a discussion of that nature, 

no, sir. . . . ? 

l\Ir. DASH. Now, when "·as the subJeC't of fundra1smg for the\\ ater
<Yate defendants first bro1wht up in your presence or mentioned to 
b b . 

you? . . . 
l\Ir. LARUE. l\Ir. Dash, I am sonT, but I dont ham any specific 

recollection or dates regarding the initial discussions on fumlraising. 
Mr. DASH. I am not trying to pin you down to any particubr date. 

·was it around this time ·? \Vas it around the time that you had the 
meeting with :Mr. Liddy? · 

l\Ir. LA Rt:E. Yes; I would ~ay that it ,ms in this time period. To 
the best of my recollection, at the Liddy meeting, he indicated that 
certain commitments had been made to him and subsequently passed 
by him to the other people inYolved, that certain commitments had 
been made regarding the maintenance or expenses for the maintenance 
of their families , legal expenses. 

l\fr. D.\SII. Did he tell you ·who hacl made these commitments? 
l\fr. LARUE.XO sir, he clicl not. 
l\[r. DASH. But that he expected that there would be payments 

ma<le for the boys in jail, is that right? 
Mr. L.\RcE. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. D.\SH. Now, what ,ni.s vour role to be in this respect at t.l1is 

time '? V 

l\fr. LARn:. l\Iy role in "·hat , I Mn sorry? 

L 
l\fr. D.\SH. \\.'.hat "·as your r.ole in providing funds or the payment 

for the clefenclants? 
l\fr. L\RCE. At this time? 
)Ir. DAsn. At t.his time. 
)fr. L.\R n ·:. I didn't have anv role, l\[r. Dash. 
}fr. D.\SII. Did there come· a tinie when yon had a role ,Yith l\Ir. 

Kn Imbach'? • 
l\fr. L.\RFE. Yes, sir. 
)fr. D.\SH. 1,Tm· yon tell us about that. ,Yhen clicl vou first. learn 

that )fr. Kalmbach· was going to be invoked and ,,·hat role von ,vere 
going to 11.we with r0garcl. to J;is activities? · 

· )fr. TAI{n:. l\fr best recollection of that. l\fr. Dash. "·as that I re
cein'd n phone call from ::\fr. Kalmbach to meet him · at the Statler
Hilton Hotel, that date ,ms the latter part of .Tune, ,June 28, June 20. 

l\fr. DAsn. Ancl vou <lid meet "·ith him? 
)fr. LARFE. Yes. ·sir. . 
Mr. D.\SH. Conl cl yon tell us what happened at that. meeting? 
)fr. L.,Rt:E. I met with l\Ir. Kalmbach, the nature of that discus

sion, as I recall, l\fr . Kalmbach stated that he had undertaken an as
signment to rnise monev to me.et the commitments that. h,Hl been made 
to the "'Men.:ate defe1iclants. Our discussion centered on a method or 
a way that c<mtact. conlcl be made \\'ith the clefendants and in which 
the ainount of money could be discussed or be determined. 

l\Jr. Kalrnbach i11clicatNl that lie had a pet·sort who was Ycry dis
creet, very reliable that could be used for this purpose. \Ye dis
cussed--
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· .Mr. L,\RUE. Senator, I stand on the fact that I do not kno,v who 
made these commitments, no, sir. 

Senator TAL)L\DGE. Bnt you tho1tght they oup:ht to be carried out re
garclless of ,vho made them and under what conditions? 
· Mr. LARGE. I thought that what? 

Senator TAL:'.\IADGE. You thought they ought to be carried out re
gardless of ,vho made them and totally unknown to you? 

l\Ir. LARUE. 'I thought they ought to be carried out because of the 
consequences if they were not. 

Senator TAUL-\DGE. Did you know anything about the break-in prior 
thereto? 

l\Ir. L.\RUE. Pardon me, I am sorry. 
Senator TAUIADGE. Did you know the break-in was planned prior 

to that time~ Did you know that. Liddy and his associates were going 
to break into the "\Vatergate and commit burglary? 

}fr. LARUE.No, sir. 
Senator TALJL.\DGE. You did not? 
:Mr. L!RCE. No, sir, I did not. 
Senator TAL:lIADGE. Did Mr. Mitchell know? 
:Mr. LARUE. Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 

I Senator TAL:lL.\DGE. I believe you met with l\Ir. Liddy on June 20. 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. · 
Senator TALJIADGE. And you discussed rnrious things.· Did Mr. 

Liddy tell you at that time that he had shredded a number of 
documents? 

Mr. LAR~. Y,es, sir. 
Senator TAL:lIADGE. Did he tell you the nature of those documents? 
Mr. LARUE. He indicated that they were documents relating to the 

break-in, yes, sir. 
· Senator TADUDGE. And they were in the files of the Committee To 

Re-Elect the President? . 
Mr. LA~UE. They were in-my understanding is they were in his 

files, yes, su·. 
Senator TAL:lIADGE. Now, I believe Mr. Mardian was present at that 

same conversation, was he not? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Senator TAL)IADGE. '\Vhat was his reaction to this LicldT" story 

that--· · 
Mr. LARUE. '\Yhat was Mr. Mardian·s reaction? 
Senator TAL:lf.ADGE. Yes. 
Mr. LARL"E. I thirik Mr. Uarclian was-shared the same opinion I 

did, He was rather shocked by therevelations of what had been known, 
became known as the ·white Honse horrors, and I do not think he· 
shared any enthusiasm that the investigation would ewntually lead 
to Mr. Liddv. 

L S. enator TAL:lL\DG. ,E. Did Mr. Liddy tell you at that time about the 
Ellsberg psychiatrist break-in~ 

Mr. LARUE. Yes. sir. 
Senator TAL:\L\DGE. Now, had not Mr. l\fardian been in charge of the 

Internal Secmity Division of the .Justice Department that ,ms in 
charge of prosecuting the Ellsberg case? 

Mr. LARUE. I do not know who was in charge of prosecuting it. 
Senator . .:.\Ir. l\fardi,m. priodo his coming to the committee. was assist
ant attorney general in charge of Internal Security, yes. sir. 
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Mr. 1L1.RDB.N. I think I would have recalled such a discussion had 
it taken place in my presence. . 

Mr. HAMILTON. Well, are you aware of any testimony by Mr. LaRue 
and Mr. Magruder that you left the meeting before destmction of the 
Gemstone file? 

Mr. n-LrnDIAN. I don't think anybody asked that question and I don't 
think anybody asked Mr. LaRue when I arrived. Maybe they did. I 
don't know. 

Mr. H.HIILTON. But you know of no statement by Magruder or 
LaRue here or otherwise that you were not pre3ent at this meeting 
when the destruction of the Gemstone file took place? 

Mr. :i\fa.RDIAN. "\Vell, I haven't talked to them. r Mr. H. AllIILTON. Mr. Mardian, did you, i.n the several days fo1lowing 
June 19, have an occasion to interview Mr. Liddy?" 

Mr. ~L\RDIAN. Yes. 
l\Ir. HA11IILTON. And who else was present in this interview? 
Mr. M,\RDIAN. Mr. Fred LaRue. 
Mr. HAllIILTON. Mr. LaRue testified at page 4595 that this meeting 

was on June 20. Do you concur in that testimony? 
Mr. MARDIAN. No. And I might state that there is doubt in my mind 

as to the date of that meeting. I originally, in response to questions 
put to me by the U.S. attorneys fixed the date of that meeting as the 
21st or 22d. They told me that the meeting took place on the 20th. '\Ve 
fina1ly settled on the 20th or 21st, and I believe I told your committee 
that it was the 20th or 21st. In checking my records I would have to 
say that the meeting took place on the morning of-and again I could 
be mistaken, the morning of June 21. 

Mr. }Ln.IILTON. vVhat is there in your records, Mr. Mardian, that 
indicates to you that the meeting took place on this day? 

Mr. lvIARDIAN. On the worksheet that has been turned over to your 
committee, I note that I got a caU from Gordon Liddy and it coincides 
with my earliest recollection that I did not meet with l\Ir. Liddy at 
least on the first day of my return. I am not saying that that is abso
lute, I am just-my earliest recollection was the 21st or 22d, and I think 
I have testified that it could be the 20th or 21st but I would have to sav 
that it was the 21st. • 

)Ir. H.DnLTON. Is it your recollection that this meeting with :\fr. 
Liddy took place on the morning of the 21st? 

Mr. MARDL\N. This is purely a surmise based upon that call. It 
looks to be the first call that I noted, and my recollection is he said he 
was leaving that day for Los Angeles. · 
. Mr. HAllIILTON. I notice in your diary that there are numerous moot
mgs scheduled on June 21st, one at 8; one at 8 :30; one at 9 :30; one 
at. 10; one at 11; and one at 12, that appears to have been canceled. 
·would this heavy load on the morning of the 21st suggest to you that 
perhaps the meeting took pbce on the 20th? 

Mr. ~L\RDIAN. That crossmark does not indicate a cmwe11ation. I 
think you will find that crossmark on every :\fonclay, Wednesday, 
a'.1d Friday, ,Yhich \Yas the time I was supposed to exercise, which I 
d1d llOt. 

I note that the meeting-there. js one, for instance, with a gentle
man at 8 ::10 and then another one, at 10 o'clock. I do not think I met 
with that gentleman twice on that clay. One appears to be a reschedul-
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ing, and the fact that I have it noted in my book does not mean that 
I kept the appointment. 

I am· trying to give you the best, my best recollection. 
l\fr. HAMILTON. How did this meeting come about, Mr. l\fardian? 
Mr. l\:IARDIAN. Well, my recollection differs with that of )fr. LaRue. 

Again, Mr. LaRue could be right. My recollection was that l\Ir. La
Rue told me Mr. Liddy wanted to talk to me. I do not recall whether 
it was Mr. LaRue that told me this or Mr. Liddv to come to my office. 
Mr. Liddy was reluctant to come to my office: He wanted to meet 
some place else, and we met in Mr. LaRue's apartment. I believe that, 
more than anything else, was the basis for my belief that it was l\.fr. 
LaRue that arranged for.the meeting and indicated we could meet in 
his apartment. 

Mr. H.nnLTON. Mr. l\fardian, I wondered in your own words if you 
would, in some detail, tell us what occurred at this meeting and tell 
us what information Mr. Liddy imparted to you~ 

)fr. }fa.RDL\N. :My recollection is pretty vivid. I may forget some of 
the items that he disclosed to me. but I will trv not to. 

We arrived, Mr. LaRue and I arrived at his apartment and soon 
thereafter. Mr. Liddv came into the room. The first thing he asked 
Mr. LaRue was whether or not he had a radio. )fr. La Rne indicated a 
radio which was in the corner of the living room. Mr. tiddy went over 
and turned the radio on and asked me to sit bv the radio in a chair. and 
he sat in a couch, as I recall, that was next to an end table that the 
radio was on. 

He apologized to me by saving something to the effect that it is 
not that I do not trust you, bltt this conversation cannot be recorded. 
My inference from that was he thought I had some kind of a device 
on me, possibly something in the room;I do not know. · 

And again, I am g-oing to have to say that I do not recall the se
quence of event'> in which he related these things to me. But I do recall 
that he-said that he wanted to hire me as his lawyer, as his personal 
attorney. I told him that I was acting as attorney for the committee 
and that I could not relieve myself of that responsibility to represent 
hill?. He then said it was imperative that he be able to talk to me in 
confidence and that under no circumstances could I disclose what 
he told me. 

I told him that since he was an emplovee of the committee and I 
was acting as attorney fQr the committee, he could talk to me as a 
client to a lawyer and that I would maintain his confidence. but that 
I would have to be at liberty to disclose what he told me to )Ir. 
Mitchell. At first, I believe he demurred, and I told him that was 
the only basis on which I could talk to him. 

One of the things that he told me was that he had a message from 
Mr. Hunt, that Mr. Hunt felt that it was the committee's obligation 
to provide bail money to get his men out of jail. At that time, these 
people were incarcerated in the District of Columbia Jail. 

I was interested in finding out what had occurred and I interro
gated hin:t as to the events of the evening- of .January 16-June 16. 
the mornmg of the 17th. And he related to me what had occurred 
about the break-in, told me that thev had planned, ns I recall, to 
break into the McGovern headq ua1-ters that same night. 
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About the arrest of the five people, Mr. McCord and the others, 
their flight, he indicated to me that there was nothing to fear, because 
the only person that could identify Mr. Liddy was Mr. McCord and 
Mr. McCord would not divulge his identity, that the Cuban-Americans 
were old soldiers who had worked in the CIA with :Mr. Hunt since 
the Bay of Pigs, and that they would never under any circumstances 
disclose Mr. Hunt's identity, and that the committ€e had nothing t-0 
fear in that regard. 

I told him that, based upon what he had related to me, the events 
of that evening, one of which included, as I recall, his sitting on the 
shoulders of one of the men at a distance--! don't recall, some 300 fee.t 
or 300 yards-shooting out a light behind the Democratic Committee 
headquarters. I pointed ont to him that a person that he was that 
intimate with would certainly be able to identify him, pointed out that 
he had spent, that he had told us he had spent some time in the room 
with these people in their hotel room, they had eaten, that his finger
prints would be all over the place. He kept insisting that there was no 
chance that he would be identified. 

I tried to convince him he would be identified, that his best bet 
was to give himself up rather than try to wait for them to arrest him. 

He discounted this possibility. He did, after some discussion, indi
cate that it was possible that he could be arrested, but I inquired of 
him as to the-because of the news accounts of the arrest and the 
apparent bungled effort, the possibility that someone in the group 
had had it in mind that thev would be arrested, to embarrass the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. He discounted this complewly 
by saying that this group had been operating together for some con
siderable period'"of time, that they were all real pros, that they had 
enga~ted in numerous jobs. And when I asked him what 1."ind of jobs, 
he said, we pulled two right under your nose. 

I inquired as to what he meant bv that. and he said that they had 
invaded the office of the psychiatrist of Dr. Ellsberg and that they were 
the ones who got Dita Beard out of town . 

I expressed my strong displeasure with respect t(}-I pointed out 
that the worst thing that had happened in the hearings was that Dita 
Beard disappeared. -

I asked him hecause of the Ellsberg break-in what, if anything, they 
had obtained? He told me that they had obtained nothing, that they 
had searched all the files and couldn't find his record. 

I asked him on whose authoritv he was operating. and I wish to oo 
yerv carefnl here, because I don't know that he used the name of the 

L President. but the words he did use were clearly m. eant too implv that 
he was acting on the express authorit:v of the President of the United 
States, with the assistance of the Central Intelligence Agency. 

I made some notes of--0h, I asked him what information thev had 
obtained. He told me that the pnrposH of making this entry. that this 
Pntry was not of his doing, that neither he nor l\fr. Hunt thought it 
,,-us a g-ood idea, that they had obtained nothing from the bug- that 
Hwy had previously implanted in the place. He told me that the only 
thing- they had ascertained from that hug was the fact that somebody 
at the Democratic National Committee was talking- to somebodv at 
the-was talking to the people or a person at the Committee To.Re-
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2. Later that day (or, according to Mitchell, the day following) 

Mardian and LaRue met with John Mitchell and told him of their meeting 

with Liddy, including the details of the DNC break-in, the involvement 

of Magruder and Liddy in the DNC break-in, Liddy's and Hunt's prior 

surreptitious entry into the office of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist, 

and Hunt's earlier activities involving Dita Beard. Mitchell was also 

advised of Liddy's request for bail money and of Liddy's statement 

that he got his approval in the White House. Mitchell instructed 

Mardian to tell Liddy that bail money would not be forthcoming. 

Mitchell has testified that he refrained from advising the President 

of what he had learned because he did not think it appropriate for the 

President to have that type of knowledge, and that he believed that 

knowledge would cause the President to take action detrimental to the 

campaign and that the best thing to do was just to keep the lid on 

through the election. 
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Mr. L.\Rm:. Mr. Liddy mentioned that he had on other. occasions 
been involved in incidents (H" operations for the "White House, and he 
sp~eifi~ally mentioned the attempted burglary of the office of the psy
clnatr1st of irr. EIJsberg. He specifically mentioned another incident 
in which )Ir. Hunt used a disguise, I think-this was in Denver. Colo., 
when Mrs. Dita Beard ,ms in the hospital. l\Ir. Hunt used a cliszuise 
to surreptitiously enter the room and have a conversation with '1Irs. 
Beard. 

}Ir. DASH. Do you recall any other incidents that he talked about~ 
Mr. LARUE. I don't recall any, no, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall )fr. Liddy telling you or Mr. 1Iardian 

about his shooting out the lights around the l\IcGovern headquarters? 
}fr. L.1Rn:. Yes, I do recall that. 
Mr. DASH. That was during an unsuccessful attempt to break into 

:McGovern headquarters~ 
Mr. L\Ra:. An unsuccessful attempt. He had shot out some lights, 

I think in an alley or someplace amund )IcGovern headquarters. 
Mr. D_\sH. Do you recall )Ir. Liddy discussing at that time whether 

or not there was any possibility he might get caught or might get found 
out?· 

Mr. LARUE. :,}fr, Liddy assured us that he had conducted this opera
tipn in such a manner that it could not be traced to him, that we should 
not have any fears that any subsequent investigation would lead to 
him. 

Mr. DASH. Nevertheless, did l\!r. Liddy offer any type of punish
ment that he would be willing to accept for his failure in this case? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes; Mr. Liddy assured us that in any event, he would 
never reveal any information about this in the course of any investiga
tion; even if it led to him, lbut if we were not satisfied with that assur
ance, that though he was, I think, personally or morally opposed to 
suicide, that if we would instruct him to be on any street corner at any 
time, he ·would be there and we could have him assassinated. 

l\fr. DAsH. In other words, he was willing to be rubbed out 1 
l\f r. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
)Ir. DASH. I take it nobody took him up on his offer? 
:Ur. LARUE.Not that I know of. no, sir. 
l\fr. DASH. Now. the meeting was between you, l\fardian, and l\Ir. 

Liddy in your apartment~ 
Mr. LARUE. Yes. sir. 

fr. DASH. Now; it ,ms this meeting that you had with Mr. Liddv 
which these revela.tions came from' l\Ir. Liddy. ,Yas this in:form:1-

" n reported to l\fr. Mitchell~ 
l\f r. LARUE. Yes, it was. 
l\fr. DASH. Do you recall when it was. bv whom? 
l\fr. LARGE. The best of my· recollection would be the same day, 

the afternoon or late evening of .Tune 20. · 
l\fr. DASH. 1Vhat was )fr. l\IitchelFs reaction when he heard whitt 

yon had to say~ 
Mr. LARm:. ,,rell. he was-l\fr. :Mitchell is not a person that demon
rates a great deal of emotion about anything. )[r. Dash. I donl 
C'all any specific reaction. 
l\fr. D_\SH. Nm...-, did )fr. Liddy teU you who had ap1n·o,·ed the 

operation whe11 he was telling you about the break-in at the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters, or any of the other acti,·ities ! 
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Mr. I-LnnLTox. When you spoke to .Mr. Mitchell did you transmit 
this request for bail money to :\fr. :\Iitchell? 

Mr. J\faRDIAX. Included among all of the other matters that I related. 
Mr. H,BIILTOX. More specifically, in regard to the bail money, what 

was Mr. Mitchell's reaction? 
Mr. MARDIAN. Mr. :Mitchell told me that under no circumstances 

would bail money be forthcoming, and for me to call Mr. Liddy and 
tell him. And I did so. 

Mr. HAll!ILTON. Will you tell us the rest of your conversation with 
Mr. Mitchell? I don't want you to repeat everything that you told 
:\Ir. Liddy, but I would like to know what Mr. Mitchell said to you. 

Mr. l\fARDIAX. I can't recall-oh, he asked me if Mr. Liddy-I might 
say that Mr. Mitchell appeared to be as sincerely shocked as I was 
when I got this information. He asked me if Mr. Liddy had disclosed 
any other of the activities of this group that had been arrested, Mr. 
Hunt and himself, and I told him that he had not, he had not disclosed 
mrv others to me. 

~fr. I-LurrLTON. Did Mr. Mitchell confirm or deny that he had ap
proved the budget for l\Ir. Liddy's operation? 

:Mr. :i\LumIAN. I don't think he did. 
Mr. lli11IILTON. He made no comment in any way as to whether or 

11ot he had approved the budget? 
Mr. MARDIAN. Not at that time. That discussion took place later. 
Mr. HAMILTON. A discussion on whether he had approved the budget 

took place later? 
Mr. l\fARDIAN. Well, the discussion didn't start out in that- -vein. It 

took place when I confronted Mr. Magruder. I asked Mr. Magruder in 
the presence of Mr. Mitchell, I believe the next day, or as soon there
after as I could, how much money he had given Mr. Liddy in addition, 
I forget the general nature of the entire conversation, I asked him 
whether he directed Mr. Liddy to go in there. He denied it. I asked 
hin\ how much money he had given Mr. Liddy. He said he had author
ized Mr. Sloan to give Mr. Liddy $40,000. I asked him what he thought 

.,the $40,000 was for. It seemed to me a sizable sum of monev. 2.Ir. 
Mitchell expressed the same concern an_d wanted to know, you~know, 
how he could have spent $40,000 already because the campaign had just 

L
tarted. 

Mr. Magruder lied to Mr. Mitchell that he had au.thorized $250,000~ 
nd this seemed but a very small part of that sum. That is how the 
250,000 budget matter came up. -
l\fr. H.urrLTON. At some occasion during that week wasn't there a 

discussion between Mr. Magruder and Mr. Sloan as to the actual 
amount that had been approved? 

Mr. l\L\RDIAN. I was not-I don't recall being present at that dis
cussion other than the-a-it has been testified that I confronted the t-wo 
of them -in Mr. :Mitchell's presence, that may very well have occurred. 
I don't have a present recollection. But after talking- with Mr. l\fagru
der I then interrogated l\Ir. Sloan. Mr. Sloan told me that he had 
been authorized by Mr. Magruder to disburse in the neighborhood of 
$200,000 ,,hich shocked me e.-en further. I asked him if he was sure 
of the amount. He said he had not calcnlated the exact amount bnt 
that it ·was his opinion that it was in the neighborhood of $200,000 
that he had already disbursed. 
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Mr. MARDIAN. The Internal Security Division never requested a 
single wiretap during my tenure. . 

Senator vVEICKEJl. You then make it a matter of record the Division, 
during your tenure, never requested a wiretap of Division 5 of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation~ · 

M:r. l\faRDIAN. To my knowledge, sir, all those requests had to come 
from persons designated by the President of the United States and 
they could only be made to one person and that is to .the Director of the 
FBI. 

Senator ·wEICKER. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIN. Counsel. r:Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. l\fordian, I have just a few questions, and I 
ould first like you to clarify an apparent conflict in the record from 

your testimony yesterday so the record will be straight. At page 4794 
you said: "Mr. Magruder said to Mr. :Mitchell that he had authorized 
$250,000 and this seemed but a very small part of that sum. That is 
how the $250,000 budget came up." Let me say in saying that to you 
there is, what I take it to be, a typographical error; the first three 
words a. re "Mr. :Magruder lied to Mr. :Mitchell." I think that should 

"Mr. Magruder said to Mr. :lfitchell." 
r. MARDIAN. Said, yes. · 

Mr. HA:lIILTOX. However, at page 4797, this is the testimony, the 
question was "And did you subsequently confirm that the budget that 
had been allocated to l\Ir. Liddy was actually $250,000 and your answer 
was this: "To this dav that matter has never been confirmed to me." 
And it appears there is some conflict here, and I would like for you to 
clear that up. 

Mr. MARDIAN. Read that again, please. 
Mr. HAMILTON. The last quote, Mr. l\fardian 1 
1\fr.1\fa.RDIAN. Yes. 
1\fr. HAMILTON. The question was: "And did you subsequently con

firm that the budget that had been allocated to Mr. Liddy was actually 
$250 0001" 

e '· Mr. l\fa.RDIAX. To this dav that matter has never been confirmed to 
me. I think I was referring' to a question relating to the $199,000 and 
that is how I understood it. So I would-I must have misunderstood. 
the question or they took the figure down incorrectly. 

l\Ir. HA:lnLTOX. I would be happy to read the statement. "I was never 
apprised of the fact there never had been any agreement on the amount 
of disbursement. I think .Mr. Sloan's testimony was that it was 
$199,000." • 

Mr. MARDBN. Yes; that is what I would have been referring to. 
l\Ir. HA:lIILTOX. I think the question is: Did you ever have con

firmation from either l\fr. :Mitchell or l\Ir. l\Iagrucler that the budget 
that had been approved for Mr. Liddy's dirty trick operatio11s and 
black advance operations was $250,000? . 

l\fr. l\fARDIAN. Yes. I think I testified that I am not sure in what con
text it arose, whether it arose in California, whether it arose immedi
ately thereafter. l\f v best recollection was that it arose in connection 
with the confrontation between-that. I had with l\Ir. l\fa,grucler in Ur. 
l\fitchell's presence when I asked about-when I asked him how much 
money he had Riven l\Ir. Liddy; and he replied "$+0,000,'' and I said 
in surprise: "$40.000:" and it was echoed by l\Ir. l\Iitchell, "$40,000." 
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)Ir. DASH. All dght, now, )Ir. )lite-hell, where and when did you 
first learn of the break-in of the Democratic ~ational Committee head
quarters that took place on June 17, 1972? 

:Mr. l\hTCHELL. "\Veil, I was in California for the weekend on an 
extensh-e round of activities and, to the best of my recollection, 
Mr. Dash, it ,vas on Saturday morning. I am not sure who the individ
ual 1,as who told me. "\Ye were, I was, moYing with Gm·ernor Reagan 
from a hotel to a pla ce ,Yhere there was a series of political meetings, to 
the best of my recollection, when I arrived there I "as advised of it. 
There was considerable concern about the matter because I was holding 
a press conference out there, and we did not know what the circum
stances were. I belie,·e that bv that time that they had-)fr. )IcCord, 
his name had surfaced or )Irs. :McCord had called somebodv at. the 
committee about it, and ob,·iously, there was an invoh-emen"t in the 
Committee To Re-Elect the ·President. 

)fr. DASH. What, if anything, did you do, while still in California? 
l\f r. )fITCHEL.G. While in California? I did a number of things. First 

of all, I continued to carry out the schedule that I had there which was 
quite extensive for 2 days. I asked the people, particularly )Ir. )fardian 
who was there, to get as much information about it as he could. I put 
out a statement to the effect that, I do not know whether it ,vent out 
there or after we came back, to the effect that we did not understand 
this, th~t ::\fr. )IcCord was one of onr employees, he also had a separate 
consulting firm, that it was basically an attempt to carry on the exten
sive schedule that I had which, of course, is in the book that yon are 
well a ware about and, at the same time, tryin~ to get information as 
to what had happened back in the District of columbia. 

l\Ir. DASH. At that time, out in California, did it ever cross your 
mind when you read about this that perhaps the Liddy plan had been 
put in operation? . 

)fr. MITCHELL. ·well, that had crossed my mind. but the players 
were different and, of course, there was a lot of discussion about CIA 
and because of the Cuban Americans who were. involved in it. It 
wasn't until actually later on that it struck home to me that this could 
have been the same operation that had a genesis back in the earlier 
conversation. 

I' l\. I· . r. DASH. ·well then, after you returned from California, and I. 

understand that was on June 19, 1972. · 
l\Ir. l\IrTCHELL. Yes, sir, it was. . . 
l\Ir. DASH. 'When and how were vou briefed as to what actually 

happened in this matter? ~ · 
)Ir. :MITCHELL. '\VeU, how was I briefed as to what actually hap

pened 1 
l\Ir. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. MITCHELL. ·well, that is such a broad statement that I could 

tell you for the next 6 months I was being briefed on it. 
:Mr. DASH. I mean, let's take the--
Mr. )IrTCHELL. Excuse me, l\Ir. Dash, you are asking the questions. 
:Mr. DASH. That is all right. I think you were about ready to give 

n'le n, shorter answer than a longer answer. 
Mr. MITCHELL. \Veil, I was giving you a, short er answer to the fact 

that the first so-called briefing on what had happenPd, and yon used 
the word "actually" which I will ham to omit from that for the time 
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being because I have never quite got to the bottom of it, was after Mr. 
Mardian and Mr. LaRue had met with Mr. Liddy and Mr. Liddy 
provided them with quite an extensive story on Mr. Liddy's activities. 

Mr. DASH. ·will you tell us briefly what that extensive story 
included? 

J\fr. MITCHELL. 'Well, it included the fact that he was involved with 
other individuals in the 1Vatergate activity, that he had also made 
surveillance of McGovern headquarters, I believe it was, and that he 
had previously, as part of what has since become known as the 
Plumbers group, acted extensively in certain areas while he was at 
the White House in connection with the Ellsberg matter, in the Dita 
Beard matter and a few of the other little gems. 

Mr. DASH. Wb.en you say the Ellsberg matter what specifically are 
you referring to? 

Mr. MITCHELL. ·well, I am referring t-0, well, it certainly wasn't the 
prosecution. 

Mr. DASH. No. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Obviously it had to do with the surreptitious entry 

of the doctor's office in California. 
Mr. DASH. And when you refer to the Dita Beard matter what spe

cifically did you learn through Mr. LaRue and Mr. l\fardian? 
Mr. MITCHELL. 1Vell, if my recollection is correct he was assisting 

piritin~ her out of wherever they spirited her out. of, either New 
k or 1Vashington. 
r. DASH. vVas there a meeting in your apartment. on the evening 

that you arrived in 1Va~hington on ,J1i.ne 19, attended by· Mr. LaRue, 
Mr. Mardian, Mr. Dean, Mr. Magruder--_-

Mr. M1Tc1tELL. Magruder and myself, that is correct. -
Mr. DASH. Do yon recall the purpose. of that meeting, the discus- -

sion that took place there? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I recall that we had been traveling- all day and, of 

course. we had very little information about what the current status 
was of the entry of the Democratic National Committee, and we met 
at the apartment to discuss it. They were. of course, clamoring for a 
response from the committee-because of Mr. l\fcCord's involvement, 
et cetera, and we had quite a general discussion of the subject matter. 

Mr. DASH. Do you recall any discussion of the so-ca11ed either Gem
stone files or ·wiretapping- files that you had in your possession? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I had not heard of the Gemstone files as of that 
meeting and, as of that date, I had not heard that anybody there at 
that particular meeting knew of the wiretapping aspects of that or 
had anv connection with it. 

Mr. ba\SH. Did either yon or anybody in your presence at that meet
ing discuss )Ir. Liddy having a good fire at his house? 

l\fr. i[ITCHF.LL. Not in my recollection was there any discussion of 
destruction of <locuments at that meeting. 

Mr. DASH. You are aware of the testimony of l\fr. Magruder that 
he did get the idea to destroy the documents and he did in fact burn 
the Gemstone documents? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am aware of his testimony and I think his testi
mony was one of these general things "It was decided that" or some
thing to that effect but, to my recollection, there was no such discus
sion of it. 
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I know the individual, I know his reactions t-0 things, and I have. a 
very strong feeling that during the period of time in which I was in 
association with him and did talk to him on the telephone, that I just 
do not believe that he had that information or had that knowledge; 
otherwise, I think the type of conversations we had would have 
brought it out. 

Mr. DASH. Generally;· is it fair to say that much of your opinion that 
you express is based on your faith in the Pres~dent and your knowl
edge of the man, rather than any specific statement the President made 
to you or that you made to the President? 

Mr. MITCHELL. \Yell, I subscribe to the first two. I do have faith in 
the President and I do think I have knowledge of the man and I do 
think there were enough discussions in the area, in the general area, to 
the point where I think the general subject matter would have come 
out ii the President had had knowledge. r )fr. DASH. \Vell,-now, l\Ir. Mifohell, y·ou did b. ecome aware, as you 
have indicated, somewhere around June 21 or 22, when you were 
briefed or debriefed by Mr. La.Rue and Mr. ~Iardian abou,t the so
called-as you described it, the ·white House horrors of the Liddy 
operation and the break-in. Did you, yourself. as the President's ad
viser and counselor, tell the President what you knew or what you 
learned? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I did not. 
l\Ir. DASH. Why didn't you? 
:0-fr. MrrcHELL. Because I did not believe that it was appropriate for 

him rf:.o have that type of knowledge, because I knew the actions that 
he would take and it would be most detrimental to his political 
campaign . 

. Mr. DASH. Could it have been actually helpful or healthy, do you 
think? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not my opinion at the particular time. He 
., was not involved; it wasn't a question of deceiving the public as far 

as Richard Nixon was concerned, and it was the other people that were 
involved in connection with these activities, both in the \Vhite House 
horrors and the \Vatergate. I believed at that particular time, and 
maybe in retrospect, I was wrong, but it occurred to me that the best 
thin~ to do was just to keep the lid on through the election. 

l\Ir. DAsH. Then it is your testimony that you in fact did not say 
anything to the President at that time- . 

l\Ir. :MITCHELL. No, sir, I did not. · 

U 
l\Ir. DASH. So whether the President had any knowledge of it, it 

er.tainly couldn't have come from, his lack of knowledge or knowledge, . 
rom any statement that you made to him? 
)fr. l\IrncHELL. That is correct. Mr. Dash. 
Mr. DAsH. Now, were you a":are of the fact that actually prior to 

~fagmder's testimony, Mr. Dean rehearsed l\Ir. Jiagruder for his testi-
mony before the grand jury? 

)fr. l\IrTcHELL. I do not recall that. :Mr. Dash, if you are talking 
about the testimony that took place on the-

)Ir. D.\s1r. In August. 
Mr. )JITCHELL. In August, the second appearance. 
J[r. DASH. The second appearance. 
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and as to what the circumstances might be vis-a-vis the incumbent who 
was seeking reelection. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Mitchell, let me ask you about another point. 
Here is an excerpt from the civil deposition which you gave in the 
Democratic Party suit against the Conunittee To Re-Elect the Presi
dent and I think I am quoting you verbatim in your testimony, when 
you were asked this question: "\Vas there ever any discussion at which 
you were present or about which you heard when you were campaign 
director concerning having any form of surveillance of the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters?" -

Your answer was: "No, sir, I can't imagine a less productive activity 
than that." 

Is that a correct---
Mr. l\1ITCHELL. I think the total context, as I remember it, l\fr. 

Thompson, had to do with the discussion of Mr. l\IcCord and the 
security group. The answer was given in that context. 

Mr. THOMPSON. But this particular question, "Was there ever any 
discussion at which you were present"-and of course, I assume just 
from reading this question that that would involve any discussion with 
anyone. Are you saying that it is not your understanding of it 1 

Mr. MITCHELL. My recollection of the testimony that I gave had to 
do with the so-called security group in the Committee To Re-Elect the 
President which discussed Mr. McCord and the security group. And 
the answer was in response to that, to my recollection. 

Mr. THOMP~ON. Of course, as it reads, as I have read it, of course, 
it is not an·accurate response? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I say as you read it, but I think if you will look 
at. the total context. of the questioning, it referred to the security group 
that involved Mr. McCord which was the subject of the conversation. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Were you not asked any other broader questions 
about any knowledge you might have had of any surveillance 
activities~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was asked broader questions with respect to did 
I ever receive documents that I could identify as coming from elec
tronic surveillance and broad questions like that. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Do you recall any broader questions concernmg 
conversations that you had ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I do not. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Is it just a case of not having asked you the right 

question? · r Mr. MrrcnELL. I think that that is the case. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Let me re-fer to June 19 or 20, I am not quite 

su.re when it was, Mr. Mitchell. As I understand it~ :MarditLn and La
Rue debriefed Liddy and found out what he knew about the break
in, his involvement, and the involvement o-f others. And at that time, 
he related to them some of the ·white House horror stories, I believe 
you characterized them as, the plumbers activities and so forth. I will 
go back to that in a minute, but as I understand your testimony this 
morning, the knowledge you got from that debriefing was really the 
reason why you, in effect, stood by while ::\Ir . .Magruder was pre
paring a story which, according to what you knew from Liddy, was 
going to.be a false story, to present to the gra.ncl jtiry. 
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L · Mr. MITCHELL. Along, Mr. Thompson, with some of the other stor
. ies that Mr. Dean brought forward -to him, the Diem papers and the 

suspected extracurricular wiretapping, and a few of the others . 
l\Ir. THOMPSON. OK. That caused you to take that position with 

regard to Magruder. And also, I assume that those factors were the 
reasons why you, in effect, acquiesced, anyway , in the payments to 
the families of support money and lawyers' fees and that sort of 
thing, which I am sure you realize could have been pretty embarrass
ing , to say the least, if not illegal, at that time. Would that be cor
rect as far as your motivations are concemed1 

l\Ir. MITCHELL. That is a correct summary of my motivation and ra-
tionale for the actions that I did take. · r i\Ir. THOMPSON. Do you recall the date on which :Mr. l.' Iardian and 
Mr. LaRue related this conversation of Liddy's to you? 

:Mr. MITCHELL. "\Vell, he certainly didnl debrief them on the 19th, 
I am sure of that, because they were in transit. "\Vhether it was the 20th 
or 21st. I am not certain. 

Mr. TuoM:PSON. Did they talk to you the same day they talked to 
him ? · · 

Mr. MITCHELL. My recollection is they talked to me the next day, but 
I am not certain about that, either . . But in any event, it was in the 
time frame of the 21st or 22d, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. THO:lIPSON. Can you recall in a little more detail what they said 
that Liddy had related to them? You have already mentioned the fact 
that Liddy said that ~fa[ruder had pushed him in the break-in at the 
Ellsberg psychiatrist's otnce, I believe, and the Dita Beard situation. 

What did Liddy supposedly say with regard to the Dita Beard sit
uation? What did he supposedly know about "\Vhite House involve
ment? 

Mr . MrroHELL. To the best of my recollection, and, of course, I have 

L
heard these horror stories in different versions from different people 
over the period of the years, the fact that he was either the one or 
assisted in spiriting her out of town, I believe was the discussion at 
that paiticular time. · · 

Mr. THOMPSON. Did he indicate, according to them, that the budget 
for the electronic surveillance operation which led to the break-in of 
the DNC had been approved by the White House? 

Mr. MITCHELL. You are testing my memory pretty hard. I am in
clined to think that he did say that, but this is a-not . that he said it, 
but that :Marclian or LaRue reported to me that he had said it. But you 
are testing my memory pretty hard on a substance of which I htn-e 
heard dozens and dozens of repetitions of it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Did you ever verify any of these facts with the 
President? 

:Mr. l\frrcHF.LL. No, sir, I never discussed them with the President. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Did you ever verify any of them wtih )fr. Halde-

man? . 
Mr. MITCHELL. I never discussed those specific factors with l\Ir. 

Haldeman until a later date. It was at that time that lfr. De,m was 
acting as a liaison between the "\Vhite House nnd the committee "ith 
respect to these matters. 

l\fr. Tuol\IPSON. Did you ever talk directly with Ehrlidmmn about 
these matters'? 
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1t was then that Mardian hit him on the back to buck him up and I 
don't want to take credit for this statement that was reported by me to 
be made that when the going gets tough the tough get going. It was 
Senator Muskie who had said it just a couple of d~tys before it 
happened. 

Senator TALMADGE. You did not make any such statement, is that 
correct? 

Mr. jyfrTCHELL. I made the statement and I made it in the con
text--

Senator TALMADGE. You did not quote Senator Muskie as being the 
author thereof? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did indeed in connection with respect to the nature 
of the tough campaign he had and the one that we were having. 

Senator TALMADGE. Were you saying that for Mr. Sloan's benefit 
at that particular time? 

. .Mr. MITCHELL. I was saying it for the total people there who were 
in a hell of a knock-down-drag-out donnybrook over what they could 
not agree on. 

Now, the sequence is shown by my log that after that meeting 
Mr. Sloan apparently went back to Mr. Stans, who had received the 
information about the Liddy payments the day before, I believe, on 
June 23, ::Hr. Stans called me, and Mr. Stans came up and saw me 
alone. There was not any J eb Magruder and there was not any 
Mardian in the meeting that according to Magruder I asked Mardian 
to step out so that I could discuss the matter. That would be the last 
thing in the 1vorld I would do 1because Mardian was investigating the 
circumstances at the time. 

Senator TALMADGE. Was that the first-excuse me. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I am going into this because Mr. Stans' credibility 

w.ith respect to his knowledge of the ·watergate was quite severely 
impugned apparently more severely in the executive committee meet-· 
ing by Magruder than it was later in public testimony. . r Senator. TALl\IADGE. "\Vas that the first time you had knowledge of 
the 1Yatergate break-in, bugging that day, that conversation? 

Mr . .MITCHELL. On the 24th? 
Senator TALMADGE. Yes. 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, my--
Senator TALMADGE. That was the first time vou were debriefed on 

it, was it not? • 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, I had been debriefed, Senator, as I mentioned 

a little earlier, either on the 21st or 22d. 
Senator TAL1IADGE. Did you get full details of it at that time? 
Mr. MITCHELL. n was coming from Liddy who was, as· I went 

through with Mr. Thompson, was involving Magruder and said that 

L
he got his approval .in the 1Vhite Honse and a lot of things that-

S. 'ena.tor TALMA.DGE .. Did he sa.y who authorized the approval in 
he W11ite House? 

)Ir. MITcI-rnLL. No, he did not. No, he did not. 
Senator TALl\L\DGE. The 1Vhite House was definitely interested in the 

campaign, of course, was it not? 
Mr. MITCHELL. The campaign ,vhat, Senator? 
Senator TALlIADGE. The campaign for reelection. 
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3. During the week after the break-in at the DNC, Jeb Magruder told 

Hugh Sloan that Sloan might have to perjure himself regarding his pay

ments to Gordon Liddy prior to the break-in. Magruder told Sloan that 

Sloan would have to say that he had given only approximately $75,000 to 

$80,000 to Gordon Liddy. Sloan had in fact given Liddy approximately 

$199,000. 
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information. "\Ve did not, of course, know what type of investigation 
would then be held. And we talked about types of alternative solutions. 

One solution was recommended in which I was to, of course, destroy 
the Gemstone file. So I called my office and--

:\Ir. DAsH. That solution came up as a result of that meetingi 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, I think yes, it was generally concluded that 

that file should be immediately destroyed. 
Mr. DASH. Now, as1:o Mr. Dean's participation, by the way, in these 

meetings, was :Mr. Dean operating on his own, or what was your 
understanding of Mr. Dean's role at these meetings? 

:)fr. ::MAGRUDER. Mr. Dean was the person who had worked with us 
on many of these legal matters. He had brought Mr. Liddy to the 
meeting. He was a close associate of ours through Mr. l\IitchelI, and, 
of course, all of us knew Mr. Dean very well. And he was one person 
from the ,vhite House who worked with us very closely. It was very 
natural for Mr. Dean in this situation to ,be part of our meetings at 
this point in time because of his association and of his background. 

l\Ir. DASH. And would he, from your understanding, be represent
ing any 'White House interest at these meetings? 

Mr. nfAGRUDER. I think you would really have to ask Mr. Dean that 
question. 

l\Ir. DASH. Now, did you instruct Mr. Reisner to destroy any other 
files i 

Mr. ·MAoRUDER. As I recall, 1I asked Mr. Reisner to cull through 
my files, ·pull out any sensitive material that could be embarrassing 
to us. There was the suit that was placed against us by the Demo
cratic N atio:rial Committee that asked for immediate d1sclosure. As 
I recall, we all indicated that we should remove any documents that 
could be damaging, whether they related at all to the Watergate 
or not. 

Mr. DASH. •}fr. Sloan has testified before the committee. Mr. 
Magruder, that shortly after your return and after the break-in, that 
you asked him to ·perjure himself concerning the amount of money 
that ,)fr . .Sloan had given :Mr. Liddy. Could you state your own 
recollection of that discussion with Mr. Sloan? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, the first discussion-we had two meetings on 
Monday. The first meeting was when I determined from him that the 
money was our money, and we discussed that in his office. And he 
came up to my office, and in uttempting to allay his concerns or to 
help him in some sense, give some advice, I think, we talked about 
what would ,he do about the money. 

My understanding of the new election law indicated that he would , 
be personally liable for cash funds that were not reported. These 
were not reported funds. So I indicated at that meeting that I thought 
he had a problem and might have to do something about it. 

He said, you mean commit perjury? I said, you might have to do 
something like that to soh-e your pl'Oblem and very honestly. was doing 
that in good faith to Mr. Sloan to assist him at that time. 

Now, later we met three times, t,vice that week and once after he 
returned from his vacation. That was on the subject of how much 
money had been allocated t-0 l\fr. Liddy. Now. I, in thinking of about 
7 months from tht> time we authorizt>d the funds to the time of the 
November election, I thought that Mr. Liddy should hare l'l'{'ein•d 
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somewhere between $100,000 and $125,000. approximately. That was 
my guesstimate. 

~fr. Porter indicated that he had dist rihuted about $20,000 or S30,000 
to Mr. Liddy, so I assumed that Mr. Sloan probably distributed some
where under $100,000. 

Now, I will fully admit that I had hoped that the figure was as low 
as possible and we all hoped that 1t was low. )fr. Sloan would not tell 
me what the figure w,1s. He refused to tell me the figure. He said, I 
cannot tell you the figure. 

I said, just tell me what it is so we can work on the solution of this 
problem. If we do not kno-w hovv· much you garn )Ir. Liddy, how can 
we determine what the money went for? 

On the third meeting, he and I went out and had a couple of drinks 
and he still would not discuss the facts of this situation with me. I did 
not at that time or in any of those meetings ask him to do anything 
relating to money other than tell me what the figure was and that I 
hoped it was a low figure. And I certainly did hope it was a low figure. 
But I had no problem accepting a higher figure, because I thought we 
could work something out relating to anv figure within reasonable 
limits. ~ 

I think the real problem was that he knew it was $199,000 and I was 
aghast at that figure, because there was no way Mr. Liddy should have 
received that much money in that short penod of time. It was only 
2¥2 months since its approval. 

Mr. DASH. Now, Mr. :\'Iagrucler, you said you needed some of this 
information to work out a solution. Is it not true that sometime after 
the time you returned to "\Vashington from California and during the 
months of, say. June, July, or August, that there came a time when 
you agreed to make up a story about how the break-in and the bugging 
took place and who was invofred 1 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes. I want to state here, though, that there was 
never any feeling on my part, no one asked me to do anything. I per
sonally felt that it was important to be sure that this story did not 
come out in its true form at that time, as I think did the other partici
pants. So I want to make it clear that no one coerced me to do anything. 
I volunteered to work on the coi-erup story. 

Mr. Ds\SH. But on your volunteering to woTk on it, who participated 
,vith you without coercing you in the working up of the fabricated 
story'? 

Mr. MAGRCDER. "\Yell, there were, from the time of the break-in to my 
second grand jury appearance and then actually into my third grand 
jury appearance in September, a series of meetings. These meetings do 
not appear on my calendar because they were ad hoc meetings. they 
were not planned meetings. They were mainly held in Mr. )Iitchell's 
office. The. main participants typically were Mr. )Jitchell. )fr. _LaRue, 
l\fr. ::\Iardian, and l\Ir. Dean, although many other people met m these 
meetings. l\Iuch of the meetings would be on subjects that were 
perfectly,.! think, acceptable to dfacuss. 

You know, it is wry hard for me to pinpoint exactly when and how 
,ve came up with the con:>rup story, but it became, apparent, when we 
found out the sums were in the $200,000 range, that ,w had to come up 
with a n·ry good story to justify why )fr. Liddy would h:ffe spent that 
a mount of money on lPga l ad i ,-ities. 
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. McCord was involved. It would have been at some point after that 
meeting with Mr. Liddy. 

I Mr. DASH. On or about June 21 or 22 did you have a conversation 
with Mr. Magruder? 

Mr. SLOA.N. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Could you briefly tell the committee what that con

versation was about? 
Mr. SLOAN. I forget all of the circumstances surrounding it. I am 

not positive on the dates but to the best of my recollection, this would 
be the general time frame, the time period. I forget, I believe he 
called me to his office. He indicated to me that we are going to have 
to-or suggested to me a figure of what I had given to Mr. Liddy in 
the range of somewhere $75,000 to $80,000. I do not believe at that 
point in time I had prepared a summary of the figures so I did not know 
the precise amount of money that I had given to Mr. Liddy at that 
point. However, I did know that the sum was considerably larger than 
that because Mr. Magruder himself had authorized a payment for 
$83,000 in one single installment . 

I must have indicated to him, well, that just is not the right figure. 
I did not have the right figure, but that is too low. He indicated to me 

L
at that time that I said to him, he must have been insistent because I 
remember making to him on that occasion a statement I have no 
intention of perjuring myself. 

Mr. DASH. What did he say to you when you said that? · 
Mr. SLOAN. He said you may have to. 
Mr. DASH. Did you have shortly after, either on that day or any day 

following, a conversation with Mr. Fred La.Rue? -
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. · 

. Mr. DASH. Who was Fred La.Rue at that time? 
Mr. SLOAN. He was a special assistant to Mr, Mitchell, who was the 

. campaign director at that time. 
Mr. DASH. Could you just briefly give us the content of that 

conversation? 
Mr. SLOAN. I believe by that point in that time there was a general 

awareness within the campaign that an internal investigation was 
going on and that Mr. La.Rue was conducting it in behalf of Mr. 
Mitchell. 

At that meeting we discussed, I believe, in general terms, and again 
my recollection, if the timing is right, I would not have the right figure, 
we were just generally discussing figures cash problems and he 
specifically mentioned, he asked me whether I received a $50,000 
contribution from l\fr. Porter and I said I had, and he said, and this 
would be after April 7, he said what have you done "ith it? I said I have 
done nothing because I do not know ,vho it is from. I am "rniting for 
Mr. Porter to give me the information. He called in Mr. Porter and 
this was in the context of there is going to be an external investigation, 
are there any remaining problems, things that could be embarrassing? I 
was recounting to him there were certain funds we did not have in
formation on, we had done nothing . He called :Ylr. Porter in and asked 
him about it and :Mr. Porter said he did not know, it came through an 
attorney in Washington, they did not want to be known, it was an 
anonymous contribution. 
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Senator Hart. I have soine. <1uesti.0ns ahout Mr. Sloan anr1 

j! l\~Mr. Magruder. 

ii . At what tine nnd from what source di<l you first learn 

,I !i of Magruder's discussion with S oan suqqesting a lower figure 

H . 
!\ to Sloan as the total 
1; 

amount qi en to Liddy bv Sloan? Again, 

to materia~s that are in the record. 
fl 
i\ 
Ii I am making reference 
t\ ,, 
1
1: 
,I 
i1 
i! 
1: 
" 
/i 

Ii 
JI 
11 

j\ 
,I 

II ,I 

Ii 
i 

I' 
11 

Did Sloan suqgest explicitl~ or imnlicitly that Magruder 

asked Sloan to corrrrtit perjury? 

Mr. Silbert. Senator, firs with respect to the time. 

My recollection of the time woul" be in the la.st ten days 

of July. We had trouhle reachin Sloan. Sloan was concerned 

about his possible exposure unde the new campaign election 

law and it took sorr1e tiI'le after *e had succeeded in retaining 
I 

counsel to p.ersuade him to coopetate with us. And after w"e 

were able to clo that, and that w1s a lot more diffJ,cu!.f tb.~n 

just the saying of the hearing i~dicates, and I don~t mean 

that Sloan was not a cooperative witness, I want to make 

that clear, it was just he was c ncerne<l about his potential 

criminal and also to a certain e tent civil exposure, and 

20 I he wanted to be snre about that ~s, Of oourse, did his lawyer. 

21 i\ But in the latter, toward the ~nJ of July, Sloan as I have 

22 \

1 
set forth in ny response, amonq +• number of thinqs he 

2:1 '\ told us, and advise~ ns, indicatf that after the hreak~in 

24 \and after the arrest, at one time~ a couple of times Magruder 

25 I came to -him and asked him what war the amount of money that you 
, I 

I 
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gave to Lidcl:'.,' and I believe the first figure was $45,000. 

And Slor1n I don't think respond e d to · him or answered his 

question. He cai"le back and then asked hiin.was it $70,000. 

And aqa5 .n Sloan dict not answer. Hhat he told us was that the 

two of them went out and had dinner or drinks one night, 

after work, and Ma<Jruder was again pressing him on the amount 

of money and Sloan said I am going to have to think about it 

ov~rnight. 

And then he came back and what he told us was his 

response to Magruder was, if I am asked whether it was 

$45,000; I will sa::r ves, if I am asked whether it was $70,000, 

I will say yes; if I am asked what the precise figure~ is, 

I will answer that question and I will not consider perjuring 

myself. 

That is my recollection in as much detail as I can give 

you and : t.;; i .. n: it. is a rairly accurate description of what 

Sloan told us basically both before and in the grand jury. 

Now, I think that that is your question, what did Sloan 

l9 tell us? 

I 
20 \ 

Senator Hart. Where does that leave Magruder as a 

21 I reliable witness? 

22 I 
23 I Senator Hart. noes that give you a problem? 

24 \\ Mr. Silbert. ""'It sure does. And it was on the basis 

25 II of that that is unusual testimony, I think you will agree, 

Mr. Silbert. Well --
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and Sloan's response was at least somewhat unusual, but it 

was on the .basis of :that, Senator .Hart, and on the basis 

of the fact that if the conspiracy went higher than Liddy ., 

Magruder was the next loqical figure on the rung. Though 

we didn't have any substantive evidence . to show he was 

involved in the conspiracy, I mean anything you could intro

duce in a case in chief, that I advised him of his constitutio+ 

al . rights when he came before the grand jury, which is advice 

9 Ii' that you give a person who is a subject of investigation. 

10 And with respect to that particular subject matter, 1J 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I 
1 that is, his post-Watergate conversations with Sloan, Magruder 

said, an his version, as! recall, was similar to what . he 

said before the Senate Select CoJl1!!\ittee, look, Sloan and I, 

and this we also knew from Sloan, we did not get along, we 

were rivals. I wanted to firtd out from him the amount of 

money because-I couldn't remember. I kept askina him and he 

wouldn't tell me. 

I kept going . hack to him and sugges ·1:ing one fiqure, 

45, one, 70, and I just didn't recall. Finally, he told 

me, and he told me it was $199,000. I was flabbergasted 

at that amount of Jlloney, it was more than I thought it should 

have heen, because I had authorized $250,000 over a period of 

ten months and we were only halfway throuqh the ten-month 

period, but ht!' says it was, I accepted it, and that was the 

testimony b,efore the Grand ,Tury. But I . was not trying to qet 
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him to commit perjury, as aM sure vou now knaw, Senator 

Bart, thoticrh nr . M,vrruder as acknowledqcd to us in his 

secret, in his negotiation. he has had w_ith us, and also 

before the Senate Select C mmittee, thouqh he <lid testify 

falsely both hefore the Gr nd Jury . and at the trial to a 

number of. matters, that he did not testify falsely on this 

matter and that he did not try to get Sloan to coJTlTllit perjury, 

and that was his version. 

It was two people com 

perspective, neither one 1 

I assume on the fact they 

. ... . organi za ... ion. 

ng at the same event fro .ma differelt 

king one another, based primarily 

ere rivals within their campaign 

Senator Hart. You us d Magruder at the trial and rather 

extensively. Did ~,_au have any unease in your mind about that? 

Mr. Silbert. Well, i my original prosecutive memorandum 
C 

to Mr. -Petersen, hefore th return of the 1.nct1c'CIT\enc, oecause 

of that problem to which I have just alluded, but I was more 

concerned with the vaguene s of his testimony, the lack of 

any explanatiort of the $25 ,ooo. I indicated a reluctance 

to call Magru<ler as a witness. My reservations or the reserva

tion ahout that frankly diminished, the intensity diminished 

sometime between the return of the inclictment and the time 

of the trial, and, frankly, and the week before or a few days 

. " 
before our openinq statement, Senator, coincidentally, one 

of my colleaques and I came to the conclusion that we really 
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4. On the afternoon of June 23, 1972 Hugh Sloan met with John 

Ehrlichman at Sloan's request to discuss Sloan's cash disbursements to 

Liddy. Ehrlichman told Sloan that be did not wish to discuss the sub

ject with him and suggested that Sloan get an attorney. Sloan has 

testified that Ehrlichman said that he would take executive privilege 

with respect to whatever Sloan told him until after the election. 

Earlier that day Sloan had spoken to Dwight Chapin, the President's 

appointments secretary about his "concern that there was something 

very wrong at the campaign cotmnittee." Chapin said that the important 

thing was that the President be protected. 
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I believe at that point, whether Mr. Porter was still there or not I 
am not sure, I had a call from my own office from Jane Dannenhauer, 
my secretary, which indicated there ,vere two agents from the FBI 
in my office, who would appreciate the pleasure of seeing me at that 
point. Mr. LaRue indicated that I do not think he should go down 
there without seeing John :Mitchell first. He said wait here, and he 
went down the hall to 1Ir. Mitchell's office. He came back and got me 
and I believe Mr. Mar<lian was in the room as well. 

Mr. DASH. You said ?vlr. Murdian was in the room with whom? 
Mr. SLOAN. With Mr. Mitchell, I entered with Mr. LaRue in ~fr. 

Mitchell's office. 
Mr. DASH. Did you have any discussion with ~fr. ~fitchell at that 

time? 
~Ir. SLOAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. ·what was that discussion? 
Mr. SLOAN. I was essentially asking for guidance. The campaign 

literal!}· at this point was falling apart before your eyes, nobody was 
coming up with any answers as to what was really going on. I had 
some very strong concerns about where all of this money had gone. I 
essentially asked for guidance, at which point he told me, "When the 
going gets tough, the tough get going." [Laughter.] 

1Ir. DASH. Did he say anything else to you? 
Mr. SLOAN. Quite frankly, :Mr. Dash, that is one thing that really 

sticks in my mind. I think I left at that point. 
Mr. DASH. Did you understand what he meant by that? 
Mr. SLOAK. I am not sure I did, but I understood that I wns not 

getting -any particular helpful guidance at that point. [Laughter.] 
Mr. DASH. You did go downto'\\'-n; and were you interviewed at that 

time by FBI ag~nts? 
Mr. SLoA• Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And after you were intenriewed by the FBI agents, did 

you again see Mr. LaRue that day? 
M1:. SLOAN. With regard to that interview, the FBI concern at that 

point in time was merely the question of identity of 1fr. Alfred 
Baldwin and none of the questions which were bothering me at that 
pt>int in time came up in the questioning. 

I believe Mr. LaRue came down to my office following that inter
view essentially to find out what I said and wh!lt matters came up. 

At that point he indicated to me that, and I do not have the precise 
words, the sense of th~ meaning as'it came across to me, there was 
very brief reference something to the effect that the Liddy money is 
the problem, it is very political sensitive, we can just not come out 
with a high figure1twe are going to have to come out with a different 
figure. And I said, as I recall, I said if there is a problem, I cannot see 
that it makes any difference whether it is $200 or $200,000, at which 
point he dropped the conversation. 

Mr. DASH. ·well, now, Mr. Sloan, apparently, you were becoming 
concerned. I take it that you were concerned about your own involve
ment in this matter? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. What did vou do about it thereafter? 
Mr. SLOAN. I believe some of these events I am describing today, 

or a moment ago, the Magruder-l\fitchell-FBI meetings probably 
happened on that Thursday, the 22d, because there wns a party that 
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evening on a boat on the Potomac, with Col. Verne Coffey, who had 
been the Army aide to the President-and I remember my wife 
picking me up that day. I assume it was probably the 11agruder 
comment to me which by that point in the day had me, to put it 
mildly, rather agitated the more I thouCYht about it. 

I went to this cocktail party on this boat. I guess my mood would 
be essentially anger. I sought out at that party a number of people. 
I talked to Ken Cole, 1Ir. Ehrlichman's assistant on the Domestic 
Council, Mr. Chapin, the President's appointments secretary, and 
Mr. Pat Buchanan, who was a speech writer for the President. I 
really do not remember the depth with which I ex--pressed my concern 
wi.th the problem, but I believe I was generally expressing a concern 
that there was something very wrong at the campaign committee. 

Mr. DASH. As a result of that concern, did you in fact have any 
meetings v,ith Mr. Ehrlichman or 1Ir. Chapin? 

11r. SLOAX. Yes, sir; Mr. Cole indicated to me that night that I 
was e:'..--pressing to him and to Mr. Chupin that I felt that John Ehr
lichman and Bob Haldeman should be aware that tbere was a 
problem. I do not-in the case of Mr. Chapin-I do not know whether 
I specifically requested a meeting with Bob Haldeman. I indicated to 
him that Bob should have this knowledge. He asked me to come see 
him the next day at noon. 

Ken Cole, the next day, called me at some point-I do not know 
whether he called me himself or somebody in his office, but that John 
Ehrlichman would like to see me at 2 o'clock that afternoon. 

I went to the Chapin meeting. I again-there has been a year here. 
I do not precisely know what degree of knowledge or what conclusions 
I had come to at this point. But I believe probably the tone of the 
conversation was that there is a tremei:dous problem there, some
thing has to be done. 

Mr. Chapin evaluated my condition at that point as being some
what overwTOught and suggested a vacation, which in fact, I was 
planning to leave on the next week. It had been planned for a long 
time. He suggested that the important thing is that the President be 
protected. 

In the Ehrlichman meeting-
::\fr. DASH. When did that occur? 
Mr. SLOAN. That happened around-I believe it was a 12 o'clock 

meeting on the 23d. 
The Ehrlichman meeting-it would have been a Friday. In the 

Ehrlichman meeting at 2-I started into generally the same dis-
cussion of problems. . 

Mr. DASH. :Mr. Sloan, when you say problems, did that include 
any statements by you about cash disbursements that had been 
made to Mr. Liddy? · 

Mr. SLOAN. I do not believe I at that point in time was pointing 
fingers. I do not believe I mentioned the ::\[agruder remark, I do not 
believe I mentioned the money to Liddy or the Liddy remark. I just 
said I believe somebody external to the campaign has to look at this 
because it raised in my mind at that point possibility of the entire 
camp11ign being involved and it---

:Mr. DASH. Wlrnt was r.Ir. Ehrlichman's response? 
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1-Ir. SLOAN. I believe I expressed my concern, my personal concern 
with regard to the money. I believe he interpreted my being there as 
personal fear an<l he indicated to me that I had a special relationship 

L 
with the White House, if I needed help getting a lawyer, he would be 
glad to do that, but do not tell me any details; I do not want to know; 
my position would have to be until after the election that I would 
have to take executive privilege . 

1'.fr. DASH. Now, l\fr. Sloan, on that same day, on June 23, did 
you make a final report to Mr. Stans concerning your cash disburse-
ments and at about that time, did you discuss with Mr. Stans what 
should be done about the balance of the cash remaining in the safe? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir . - · 
Mr. DASH. Would you please give the committee a brief report on 

~~? . 
Mr. SLOAN. Since April 7, Secretary Stans had been pressuring 

very hard on myself for the preparation of records in the final form 
that he wanted them as the permanent record of the pre-April 7 
period . This was a very mammoth task with regard to all the contri
b_utions and so forth that had been received at that point; the problem 
with producing a cash summary, a summary of all the cash funds that 
had been handled. When I submitted them to him in an earlier report 
close after April 7, he wanted to be sure that I went back to every 
individual on that list and verified with them personally that they 
acknowledged the amount of money on that list as having been 
received by themselves, so that there would never be an internal 
conflict or possibility of somebody saying somebody absconded with 
some funds. So this took a considerable period of time and the reason 
for the delay until this late date with regard to this process was that 
Mr. Herbert Kalmbach-he had been traveling in Europe during this 
period and this was the first occasion I had to sit down with him 
since his return and since he had been able to come to Washington to 
review the figures on that list, the receipts he had from me. 

Mr. DASH. But you did on this day give this final report to 1fr. 
Stans? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes sir, I did. 
Mr. DASH. Did it show a cash balance still in the safe at the office? 
Mr. SLOAN. I could not recollect the final form of this. The problem 

with the cash balance is that it included $18,000, with presumably a 
balance left over out of the Liddy commitment . There was another 
$63,000-the 50 I had mentioned before of funds that had come in 
from the people on the political side of the campaign, who had accepted 
the contribution on the basis that they would remain anonymous. 
We did not have the information. We could not accept them that way. 
'\Ve would have to know, for instance, from a $10,000 contribution 
what four committees that was to go to. These were pending problems, 
whether to go back to the individuals, whether they wanted their 
money back or whether they were ,villing to be disclosed and give us 
the information we needed. 

Mr. DASH. Do you know approximately how much money was left 
in the safe at that time? 

l\fr. SLOAN. Oh, yes, approximately $81,000. . 
Mr. DASH. Did Mr. Stans make any statement to you concerning 

that $81,000? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir, he did. 
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Senator ERVIN. Well , they didn't give him a chance. They didn't 
indict Magruder, and the prosecuting attorneys are reported in the 
press to have said the evidence showed that nobody was involved 
except the seven men under prosecution. 

Don't you ]mow that? 
l\fr. EnRLICHllIAN. I know, too, that they had Mr. Sloan's testimony 

before them. He was not believed and in point of fact, you remember 
in the press, that at the trial, the judge made comments which indicated 
that he did not believe Mr. Sloan. 

enator ERVIN. ·well, it has turned out since he was telling the 
truth, I think rather strongly, so they 1.:ertainly had his testimony that 
Magruder, the Deputy Di rec.tor, had ordered him to pay this $199,000 
in cash out of Secretary Stan's secret fund and that Secretary Stans 
had told Sloan to comply with the order of Magruder in this respect 
after consultation with Mitchell. 

Now, I can understand why they don't find out some things that are 
so outrageous that they don't believe a party. Didn't Mr. Sloan come 
up and want to tell you about this and you said to him, "I don't want 
to hear anything about it because if I hear anything about it I will 
have to take the executive privilege until after the election." 

Mr. EHRLICHllIAN. I don't know what it was that Mr. Sloan wanted 
to tell me because after we had talked for a few minutes and I had 
determined that he felt he had some exposure, but that he had not 
talked to an attorney, I told him that it ·would be grossly unfair of me 
to hear him out until he had had an opportunity to talk with an at
torney and take counsel on his own situation. 

Senator ERVIN .. You were one of the men in the ·white House ,vho 
stood in power next to the President, weren't you 1 

Mr. EHRLICH:)IAN. I worked for the President there. 
Senator ERVIN. Yes; and when an agent, when this treasurer of the 

Finance Committee To Re-Elect the President came and told you he 
wanted to tell you about some things that troubled him you refused to 
Jisten. -

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. ·well, I thought I was doing that from his stand
point. }fr. Chairman. 

Duke Sloan has been a ymmg man that I have ln1own well during 
the time he worked in the.White House. I didn't want to see him tell 
me something before he had talked to counsel that later on was going 
to nrove his undoing, and you see his wife. Debbie, also worked at the 
·white House and was well known to my wife and me and I just didn't 

ant to see him overreached. 
Senator ERVIN. I have got to go and the time is almost up to go over 

there and vote. 
fRecess.l 
Senator ·ERVIN. Before I put anot.her question, I would say that my 

idea is that it is up to the: jury to determine whether a witness is te11ing 
the truth instead of the prosecuting attorney. 

Did vou not call Henrv Petersen. the Assistant Attornev General 
of the Criminal Division, ·who had general supen-ision of th1s prosecu
tion and ask him not to require former Secretary Maurice Stans to go 
before the grand jury? 
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5. On June 23, 1972 Mitchell, Mardian, LaRue and Dean attended a 

meeting in Mitchell's CRP office. Mardian raised the possibility that 

since the persons arrested were former CIA people the CIA should take 

care of its own in furnishing their bail money. It was suggested that 

Dean determine if CIA assistance could be obtained. Mitchell has testi

fied that to his best recollec:tion the concept of the CIA's providing 

funds was not discussed in his presence. 

Page 

5.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 945-46 •••••••••••••••••• 122 

5.2 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2368 ••••••••••••••• 124 

5.3 John Mitchell t,estimony, 4 SSC 1646 •••••••••••••••• 125 

5.4 John Mitchell testimony, 5 SSC 1899-1900 ••••••••••• 126 

(121) 



5.1 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 251 19731 3 SSC 945-46 

945 

tion I was bringing to their attention, that this information was being 
gi \·en to the President. 

I do not recall when actually I recei,·ed the first written information 
from the FBI, but I believe it was after .July 21 when I recefrerl n 
summary report that had been prepared on the inn•stigation to that 
stage. 

I would also like to now summarize to the bottom of the page, and 
indicate that when--
. Mr. DASH. Bottom of page 72. 
)fr. DEAN. Seventv-two, correct, and indicate that after I did .!!et 

possession of the documents, the FBI files, i found them not Yery 
meaningful and later Ur. Mardian, )Ir. Parkinson, Ur. O'Brien came 
over to my office and read the reports, and Mardian, they all reached 
the same conclusion and I recall :Mardian's reaction was that the docu
ments indicated that the investigat.ion was too vigorous and he was 
quite critical of Gray and asked me to call Gray to slow down but I 
never made such a call. 

It was after I showed a copy of the ,July 21 report to ·Mr. 
:Mitchell that lfardian insisted that he be permitted to see the FBI 
reports. Mitchell agreed, and thought that Paul O'Brien and Ken 
Parkinson should also see them. 

I recall that when Mardian, O'Brien and Parkinson finally 
came to my office to look at the reports, they realized that they 
were not very meaningful. It was Mr. l\fardfan, however, who be
came very exoited because of the scope of the investigation that 
Gray wa.s conducting and the tone of the cables he was sending out 
of iheadquarters. l\fardian clearly thought that Gray was being 
too vigorous in hi:, investigation of the case and wns quite critical 
of Gray's handling of the entire matter. He demanded that I tell 
Gray to slow down, but I never diid so. 

Summarizing the first paragraph on page 73, I would also note that 
I never showed any of these reports to any persons who were inter
viewed by the FBI and they were only given to )fr. Dick Moore of the 
White Honse staff ·when he was working on the Segretti matter for 
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman. 

I do not recall ever finding anything in the FBI reports which 
I scanned, that was worth reporting to Ehrlichman and Halde
man and so I never read all of the reports that were sent to me. 
The FBI files containing the reports never left my office, nor were 
they shown to anyone in the 1Yhite House other than Dick )foore 
when l\fr. l\foore had been 1instmcted to prepare a report on the 
Segretti incident by EhrJ.ichman. I never showed the reports. to 
any of the persons who were interviewed by the FBI after thei 1 • 

interviews. · 
FrnsT DEALIXGS WITH THE CL!\.. 

I will turn now to the first dealings I had with the CIA. It was dnr
ng the meeting in l\fitchell's office on June 23 or 24 that Mardian first 
aised the proposition that the CIA could take -rare of this ent.ire mat-

NOTE.-Indente<l mattn reprrsents portions of "Mr. Dean"s prepared statement which 
wero omlttecl or summarized In bis presentation. 
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ter ,if they wished, in that they had funds and cornrt procedures for 
distributing funds. I was personally unaware of the workings of the 
CIA, but Mardian and :Mitchell appeared rnry knowledgeable . .As a 
result of this conversation, which was prompted by my reporting that 
Gray thought the CIA might be involved }Iitchell suggested I explore 
with Ehrlichman and Haldeman having the 'White Home contact the 
CIA for assistance. It . was also argued that the individuals inrnh-ed 
in the 1Vatergate incident, as former CIA operati\·es~ might com
promise the CIA in some manner, and the CIA shonld be interested in 
assisting. ·· 

On }londay morning, June 26, I spoke with Ehrlichman regarding 
this suggestion. He thought it was a good idea and worth exploring. 
He told me to call the CL\ and explore it with them. I told him that 
I had ne,·er dealt with anyone at the CIA and did not know Director 
Helms. He told me that 1 should not call Helms. rather General 
'\Yalters. I told him I did not know General \\'alters either. He then 
told me that he and Haldeman had had a little chat-as he called it
with Helms and General '\Valters a few days earlier about theit· deal
ings with the FBI in relationship to the "im·estigation. He was not 
specific. He then told me that I should deal with General 1Valters 
because he was a good friend of the White Honse and the 1Vhite 
House had put him in the Deputy Director position so they could have 
some influence over the Agency. He told me that I should tell General 
'\Yalters that I was calling because he (Ehrliclunan) had requested 
that I follow up on the earlier meeting they had and if there were 
any problems General Walters should call him. After my meeting 
with Ehrlichman, I telep honed General '\Valters. I told him I was 
calling at Ehrlichman's request on a matter relating to his previous 
discussions with Ehrlichman and Haldeman, and would like to have 
liim visit with me if possible. He seemed somewhat surprised and un
certain about my call, so I told him that he might like to check with :\Ir. 
Ehrlichman. He said he would get back to me and he later called me 
back to set up a meeting for about noon at that day. 

'\Vhen General '\Valters came to my office I told him again that I was 
meeting with him at Ehrlichman's request. I made some general com
ments about the 1Yaterg-ate case. It was from my discussion as a result 
of general comment with 1Valters that I became aware of the fact 
that Ehrlichman and Haldeman had discussed the Dahlberg and ::\Iex
ican money. '\Ve then discussed the fact that some of the~leads that 
the FBI were pursuing were, to my understanding~ were unrelated 
to the 1Vatergate but could result in persons, totally uni1n-oh-ed~ being 
embarrassed. I would just like to note to counsel for the record that 
some of this is different fr om the original pag-ination of my draft 
that may ham been lost through the transcribing of it here. I also 
told him that I understood that the FBI had dl.'nloped three possible 
theories of the case, which I explained nnd then asked if. in fact. any 
of the men arrested were persons that were working for the CIA. 
General '\Vnlters assured me that thev were not. I then told him that 
I had been ·asked to explore ewry possibl<' JnPans of lll':1lint! with this 
rathC'r embarrassing and troublesome situation. hecanse some of the 
men im·oh-ed ,wre ' looking for assistanCL'. I a;;ked him if there was 
any po;;sihlc WHY the CL\ conld be of assist:llh'l' in pro,·iding support 
for the incli\·iduals in Yo heel. General '1~ alters told me that while 
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dian. An<;! she said, !1-pparently, as I recall, she had to terminate the 
conversation. She said she couldn't talk to them~ He asked why, .and 
she said, my husband says he is a straight arrow and not to have 
anything to do with him. 

The third instance was an occasion in my office'---and my office was 
used by the attorneys because it did have an office and an anteroom. 
That is generally where they were. I was getting increasingly involved 
back into the campaign. Mr. Bittman and an associate from his office 
came there while Mr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien were there, and 
after exchanging pleasantries with Mr. Bittman-I had not met him 
before-I had to leave. But before I left, Mr. Bittman said something 
about his client was very upset about his attorney fees or something 
to that effect. · 

Later, we were having a meeting in the conference room with all of 
the attorneys from the two offices, and I happened to arrive at the same 
time that Mr. Parkinson arrived. · 

I said, I asked him, what was all that about? And he said, oh, 
nothing-he was saying it facetiously-Bittman wants $25,000 at
torney fees. He thinks, his client thinks, that.the committee ought to 
pay it. · . 

I told him I thought it was blackmail. And Mr. Parlcinson, '.I think, 
concurred. 

We could not talk any further about it. 1 thought that was the end 
of the discussion; and we went into the meeting with the firm 0£ 
attorneys.· 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. '~1ardian, are these the only three discussions 
that you recall regarding money? 

Mr. MARDIAN. The only three and I never heard of any money or 
oney demands other than those three occasions. 

· Mr. HA~IILTON. Mr. Mardian, I would like to read you a portion of 
Mr. Dean's testimony and ask you to comment on tihis, please. Mr. 
Dean was . responding to a statement found in what is now known as 
the Buzhardt memo which reads like this: 

It was Dean who sugg~sted to Ckneral Walters on January 6th that CIA 
pay the Watergate defendants while in jail, 

and Mr. Dean in commenting on this particular passage said this: 
I believe I have explained that, Senator, in that I reported -also at one point 

in time ,to Mr. l\litchell and Mr. l\Iardian about the Gray theory. That theory 
prompted l\Ir. Mardian, as I~call, to sqggest that.the CIA might be of some 
assistance in providing us st'lf>port, and he ·also raised the question that the 
CIA might lrave a very proper reason to do so because of the fact that these 
were former CIA operatives. 

Mr. Mardian, do you remember a conversation of this sort? 
Mr. MARmA,;. I <lo not. recall that conversation. I do recall a dis

cussion and there may have oeen discrissions concerning CIA involve~ 
ment, and I can tell you that whatever point in time that was that it 
was my opinion that"the CIA was involved for a number of reasons, 
and I do not recall any monev demand as such, but t.he onlv ones I 

Lf 
all are bail, bail the defendants out, and I may have said, "CIA 

ught to take care of its own people," or it. is "a CIA problem and not 
committee prob1em." That is, would be, my best reco1lection. 
Mr. HAl\IILTox. Did yon become aware in the summer of 1972 that 

Mr. Herb Kalmbach was going to be asked to raise money for the 
·watergate defendants? 
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Mr. MiTCHELL. June 28. You see, Mr. Dean had testified that they had 
been playing games with the CIA np to the 28th. Then, Mr. Dean 
testified that there was a meeting in my office ,Yith )fordian, La.Rue; 
and Mitchell and I do not know who all else including Mr. Dean in 
the aft ernoon of the 28th in whi ch it was decid Pcl, naturally 11itchell 
was always deciding these things. according to Dean, that the "White 
House. someboclv in the '\Vhite House, .John Ehrlichman shou ld call 
Kalmba ch and a'sk him to fly back from California that night of the 
28th, which led to th eir meetings on the 29th. The only problem with all 
of that was that I was in X ew York and could not have been at su<.'.h 
a meeting, and I was not av.are of it. 

l\fr . THO)IPsox. I believe vonr logs reflect that, Mr. Mitchell. I 
think that-- • 

Mr. lV[n-cHELL. I would hope so because I have b€en so stating for 
quite some time. 

Mr. THmrPSox. It reflects that, according to your logs, you were in 
New York on the 28th. 

Mr. MrrcIIBLL. Yes. 
Mr. THo:.rPSox. And that you arrived in the District of Columbia 

at 5 :30. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. THOMPSON. There is no indication of any meeting after 5 :30; 
Mr. MrrcHELL. That is correct. 
Mr. THOMPSON. And I assume there was none . .. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The passenger that I had with me coming back from 

New York was not about to allow me to go to anv more meetings on 
that particular day. [Laughter.] • 

I Mr. THOMPSON. I am not going to pursue that any further. 

. 

Getting back to your knowledge of the money, perhaps my question 
should have been, "1Vben was the first time that you heard of the need 
for the payment of money," and I ask it because of this: Dean testi
fied that the first time he heard any discussions of the need for money 
to tak,e care of those who were involved in the break-in was in a meet
ing which occurred on either June 23, Saturday, or ,June 24 attended 
by Dean, l\fardian, LaRue, and yourself. 

Mr. l\fITCHELL. That is quite possible because as I recall the con
versation of Mr. Liddy that he had with :Mr. Marclian and LaRue, he 
was hopeful that these people that he at that time, of course , was not 
in jail, not suspect , and was still w0rking for the committee, I do not 
know whether he was suspect or not. in any event, he was still work
ing for the committee until the 28th of June, he was--he talked to 
l\fardian and Liddy about the hope that somebody could provide bail 
for these five people who had been arreste<l. and the thought was that 
the committee should do it and, of course, that was immediately turned 
off, the committee would not do it and, of course, ob,·ionsly could not 

L
do it under the existing statutes. Now, what developed out of that 
with respect to Mr. Dean's concept of it or what he heard about it. 
whether he heard that story or what I do not know bnt that is the first 

· point in time at which the subject matter was en•r discusse<l. 
l\Ir. Tum.IPSON. The points that concern ed you n-ere the fact that 

eadv on the discussions about the money were taking place, or the 
need for money, and a1so Mr. Magruder's testimony. I beliern he test.i-
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Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, excuse me. I misunderstood your question. 
Most assuredly, we discussed quite widely the impact a letter from 

the Justice Department in such a situation would have on the com
mittee and its membership. 

Mr. DASH. I am puzzled, about your distinction between your ef
forts you said you were going to make, some sort of coverup of the 
1Vhite House horrors that you have described and the 1Vatergate 
break-in and the defense against the civil suits themselves. You seem to 
draw a distinction about the activities that took you away from some 
of this discussion of the vv1iite House hon-ors or other activities be
cause of your being involved in the di.:reussion of the civil suits. Now, 
actually, was not the strategy against the civil suits the same kind 
of coverup activity? Would it not be true that full disclosure in the 
Democratic National Committee suit could result in unraveling all 
the things that you wanted to be not unraveled? 

Mr. MITCHELL. vVell, if I understand your question, Mr. Dash, it 
was our strategy to limit the progress of the civil suits as much as 
possible, certainly before the election. "\Ve knew that they would come 
afterwards, and of course, the civil suits, of course, related to the 
criminal trial which was subsequently, I believe, determined by the 
judge handling it. And there was a strategy to keep the civil suits 
from proceeding, yes, sir. 

Mr. DASH. And then one of the policies behind that strategy was 
the similar policy you had on the other matters of keeping the lid on 
from having these things come out. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1Vell, this, of course, included the Common Cause 
suit and whatever other suit, the Nader suit I guess it had to do with. 

l\fr. DASH. Right, and these discussions concerning what the strategy 
should be concerning the civil suit deals with what kind of testimony 
should be given at the depositions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I think-not in the meetings that I had. They 
w.cre handled by the lawyers with the individuals who were to testify. r Mr. DASH. Now, around that same time, and I am now speaking I ~till around the late June period, and perhaps early July, did you at 
any time after June 17, suggest that the CIA might be-or suggest 
not to the CIA but to l\Ir. Dean or to anybody else in anv of those 
meetings-that the CIA might be a good source of cover1ip moneys 
for lawvers' fees~ 

Mr. l\frTCHELL. No, sir, I did not and, of course, I think Mr. Dean 
testified, and I do not know whether his testimony is accurate or not, 
he started out placing that in my lips and wound up with it with :\fr. 
Mardian. Now this may be a perfectlv honest mistake on his part. 
There were' discussions, of course, as I testified, I think on the first da v 
here, about, the question was the CIA. inrnlved. The newspapers ":ere 
filled with it, the individuals that were involved had worked for the 
CIA, there were a number of such matters but the concept of the 
CIA's supporting or providing funds in connection with this activity 
was not discussed in my presence, to my best recollection. 

Mr. DASH. Now, your log--
1\fr. :MITCHELL. Excuse me. Mr. Dash, if I might add to that because 

I think we discussed it on Monday, the meeting in which l\Ir. Dean 
places this conversation having come from the CIA meeting that had 
never took place and, of course, I was not in the city, so I could not 
have heard of his discussions about CIA support. 
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Mr. DAsH. But it is your testimony that on no other day when you 
were present in these meetings with Mr. LaRue, .Mr. )Iardian, ~Ir. 
Dean, Mr. Magruder, or any other persons who were meeting with you 

U
egularly did a discussion take place on your part or on any other's 

part that the CIA might be a good source for funds 1 
Mr. MITCHELL. Not the CIA for the source of support, money for 

bail or defending or whatever it is. There were discussions or questions 
eally, about what was the involvement of the CL-'\. 

Mr. Ds\SH. Now, your log shows from June 17 all the way to August 
29 certainly and thereafter, but certainly to August 29, you had almost 
daily meetings with John Dean and sometimes twice or three times 
a day, and you knew, I think, from your testimony before this com
mittee, what l\Ir. Dean was doing during this time, that he was serving 
as a liaison between you and Mr. Haldeman or Ehrlichman, 1Vnite 
House people, and that he was not making any investigation of the . 
Watergate case for the President. Yet, on August 29, the President did 
make an announcement that Mr. Dean had made an investigation to 
give him a report. What was your reaction to that announcement know
ing, by having been meeting with :Mr. Dean almost on a daily basis 
during that whole p\riod of time that he was doing nothing? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Mr. Dash, I think your question provides an 
assumption that I am not willing to accept. It is perfectly conceivable 
in my mind so far as the involvement of personnel in the White House 
were concerned, that Mr. Dean was ma:k-ing such an investigation as to 
the involvement of people in the White House, and I think that was 
the context of the statement of August, whatever date it was. 

Mr. DASH. Well, as a matter of fact, didn't Mr. Dean discuss with 
you what he was doing? You said he met with you regularly, he was 
at your meetings, and if he were making such an investigation, would 
you not know about it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think Mr. Dean was making an investigation with 
respect to the involvement or potential involvement of individuals in 
the White House in the knowledge of the Watergate break-in or 
participation. 

Mr. DASH. His testimony was that rather than make an investigation 
he was engaging in a covemp. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I don't doubt that for a moment, and I have 
so stated herP, that there was that aspect of it. Xow, the coverup is 
an entirely different thing, and the statement made b:v the President 
with respect to the involvement of individuals in the '\Yaterg-ate affair 
and prior to the ,Tune 17 or at the June 17 activities, and I think that 
was the thrust of the statement. 

Mr. DASH. Well, you know from what Mr. Dean I think has testified 
or ma:v have indicated to you is that on June 19 that l\Ir. Strachan 
had admitted to him,that he had destroyed certain intelligence papers. 
Did Mr. Dean tell vou about that? ~-

Mr. l\IrTCHELL. Yes. he did ernntuallv. 
l\fr. DASH. Eventually. When did he.tell you this? 
l\Ir . l\f ITCIU:r.L. I am not quite certain. 
Mr. DASH. Was it before :August 29? 
Mr. l\frTCHELL. I can't say that for sure, l\fr. Dash, but he did some

where along the way. 
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6. On or before June 26, 1972 John Ehrlichman told CIA Deputy Director 

Vernon Walters that John Dean would be Walters' White House contact on 

matters affecting Watergate. On June 26 or 27, 1972 Dean met with Walters 

and discussed the possibility of using the CIA to provide funds for the 

bail and salaries of persons involved in the break-in at the DNC head

quarters. Walters rejected the suggestion. On the morning of June 28, 

1972 Dean repeated the suggestion to Walters that the CIA assist the 

persons arrested. Walters again rejected the suggestion. 
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:my of these circumstances led to a disclosure of CIA operations, dis
as!3ociatecl from the ,vatergate, that, too, would be awkward. 

It was there that we did not get. the same kind of flat assurance that 
we had gotten in the first instance, and so rather than for us to probe 
that for dates and places and names, it was simply agreed that General 
,v alters would make an early appointment with Pat Gray and sit down 
and talk with him about what the problem might be, and that is ·what 
was done. 

The outcome of those talks, and I guess there were two or three of 
them, was simply that ·walters and Gray agreed that there was no 
problem, and Gray then talked with the President on the phone, when 
the President was in San Clemente, I believe, on the 6th, and then the 
President, very shortly after that, told me about the telephone call, 
what his instructions to Gray had been, and then he explained to me 
what his concerns were about this rather nearly in the terms that I 
have just explained them to you. 

l\Ir. T110::ursox. Did he say his concerns werE} that there was CIA 
involvement with regard to the ,vatergate break-in or there was un
related CIA invol-rement which might be. exposed 1 

l\Ir. EHRLICH::\IA:X. ·well, he said in the inception, in the beginning, 
that had been, both had been, his concern, because of the fact that some 
of these people who had been arrested had had CIA connections in the 
past, and the information that had to come to him persuaded him there 
was at least a potential problem. 

Mr. THO:lIPSON. Did Haldeman ever teU-Walters or Helms to go to 
Gray and tell him t:0 in effect "hold off, slow down with regard to the 
~Iexican investigation because of CIA involvement i" 

Mr. EHRLICIDIAN. No. My recollection-no, the answer to that is 
naturally "no." 

My recollection is that the :Mexican investigation was one of the 
things that was discussed and as to which Mr. Helms and General 
·walters could not give us a categorical assurance that FBI investiga
tion wouldn"t create problems for them so that it was simply noticed 
as one of the kinds of problems that might arise in which General ,v alters and the Director of the FBI ought to compare notes on. 

1\Ir. TnoMrsox. So in other words, you were merely presenting it to 
him, according to your testimony, to find 01it whether or not there 
would be CIA embarrassment possibly, and it would be for them to 
work the matter out, report back, so the matter could be resolved. r :Mr. EHRLICH)L\X. Not even report back in that sense, reporting back I to us. As a matter of fact, we said at that point, look, we are out oft his; 
we just wanted to crystalize this, wanted to get you together with the 
FBI. The '\Vhite House contact on this would be John Deant who was 
the fellow'following this entire matter. So in effect, we turned General 
'\Valters and )Ir. Helms over to Dean for any future contacts that _they 
might have on it. 

l\Ir. Tno:lIPSON. Yon would not know whether or not John Dean on 
June 7 went to ,valters and told him that it would be good if the CIA 
could help raise bail money, could help rai~e some salary money, tliat 
the witnesses were wallowing and could be in trouble? 

Mr. EimLTCIDL\X. I read that in the newspaper and it really sur
prised me when I read it. So I wondered at the origin of this until I 
heard Mr. Dean's testimony, which was that he had been asked by Mr. 
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Mitchell to do this. I had in effect set this up without knowing it by 
ing ·walters that Dean was his ·white House contact from that clay 
ward. But I did not know about these conversations. 
Ir. Tno :ursox . Dean did not report back to you 1 

Mr. EnRLICHl\IAN. Not about that; no, sir. · 
l\fr. THOl\IPSON. Did you have occasion to call :Mr. Gray to call off a 

meeting which he and 1Valters scheduled on June 28, to tell him that 
the meeting would no longer be necessary, that matters had been 
worked out some way? 

l\Ir. EnRLICHl\IAN. ·well, I didn't realize that ·I had canceled it. ~Iy 
strong concern about that meeting was that it was going to include 
some staff members from the FBI and as I say, we were experiencing 
these leak problems and right at that particular time, one of the peo
ple who would have been included in th~ meeting was under very 
strong suspicion as being the source of that leak. ""\Ve had had inde
pend ent information which we were talking to l\Ir. Kleindienst about, 
about that specific individual and it appeared that this whole thing 
was going to include him. So that was the reason for my call. 

l\fr. TnOl\rrsox. Did you ask precisely who would be in attendance 
at the meeting 1 

l\Ir. EHRLICIIl\IAN. Yes. ""\Vell, I don't know as I asked him. I think I 
was told. As a matter of fact, I think l\fr. Dean told me. 

l\Ir. Tnol\IPSON. Did you tell l\fr. Gray of your suspicions or concerns 
about the individual 1 

Mr. EHRLICIUIAN. Not at that time. 
Mr. THol\rrsox. ""\Vhy? 
Mr. ElIRLICI-DIAN. Because at that tim e, we were talking with l\fr. 

Kleindienst about hmv to go about smoking out this problem around 
l\Ir. Gray, frankly. 

Mr. THOMrsox. ""\Vhv? 
Mr. EnRLICHMAN. "\Vhy? . 
Mr. THOl\IPSON. "\Vhy around l\Ir. Gray? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Because )Ir. Gray at that time was not acknowl

edging the problem. 
l\Ir. Tnol\IPSON. Yon had spoken to him about it? 
l\fr.rE1rnLIClDIAN. Oh, I had spoken to him about the leaks. I hadn't 

spoken to him about this specific man in this specific n:eeting until 
this call. l\Ir. Kleindienst and I discussed on several occasions how 
we might go about determining the source of the leak. He proposed the 
idea of planting a story or a set of circumstances and seeing if it 
turned up and this kind of thing. So we were dealing with the At
torney General on that. 

l\Ir. Tumrrsox. Did you t,.lk to Walters about this meeting? 
l\Ir. EHRLICHl\IAN. I don't believe so. I don't believe I talked to 

John "\Valters again--
l\Ir. THOl\Irsox. Could not Gray and ·walters have had a meeting. 

the hrn of them, to solve the problem? · 
l\Ir. EHRLICHl\L\N. Yes, that was the whole idea. 
Mr. THO::\IPSON. ""\Vas that suggested? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. That was suggested in the inception. 
Mr. TnoMrso::-.. You didn't tell him that the meeting would not 

be necessary? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. I don't recall what ltold him, except that--
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afternoon or whether it was completP.'1 Monday morning, but it was 
soon clear to me that nobody who w:;,;: sponsible for that area in the 

· Agency felt that the ongoing FBI inv, -•.igation could jeopardize any 
of the Agency sources or activities in Mexico. 

I Mr. DasH. Well, now, did you subsequently receive any communica
tion from anybody at the ·white Housr after June 231 

General WALTERS. On Monday morning, June 26, I received a phone 
call from a man whc identified himself as John Dean and he said he 
wished to speak to me about the matters that Mr. Haldeman and )Ir. 
Ehrlichman had discussed with me on Friday. I did not know Mr. 
Dean. And I expressed so-something to the efl'ect that I don't know 
who you are and he said, "\Vell, you can call Mr. Ehrlichman to see 
whether it is all right to talk to me or not." 

Mr. DASH. Did you call Mr. Ehrlichman 1 
General ·WALTERS. I called Mr. Ehrlichman. I had some difficulty 

in reaching him but finally I reached him and I said: "A l\Ir. Jolm 
Dean wants to talk to me about the matters discussed with you and l\Ir. 
Haldeman on the preceding Friday" ar•d he said: "Yes, it is all right 
to talk with him. He is in charge of t1w whole matter." 

Mr. DASH. Did you then meet with ~fr. Dean on that day? 
General '\VALTERS. I then--
Mr. DASH. The 26th. 
General ,VALTERS. I then called Mr. '.)ean again and he asked me to 

come down and see him, I believe, at 11 :30 or 11 :45. I believe it is 
indicated on the memorandum I wrote. 

Mr. DAsu. Will you relate to the committee the conversation you 
had with Mr. Dean at that time, on ,Tune 26. 1972? 

General ,v ALTERS. :Mr. Dean said that i1e was handling this whole 
matter of the ,vatergate, that it was causing a lot of trouble, that it 
was very embarrassing. The FBI was investigating it. The leads had 
led to some important people. It might lead to some more important 
people. 

The FBI was proceeding on three hypotheses, namely, that this 
break-in had been organized by the Republican National Committee, 
by the Central Agency. or by someone else; whereupon I said I did not 
know who else organized it hut I know that the Central Intelligence 
Agency did not org-anize it. I said, furthermore-I related to Mr. Dean 
my conrersation 1\Tith Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman on the pre
vious Friday, and told him I had checked within the Agency and 
found there was nothing in anv of the ongoing FBI inwstig:ations . 
that could jeopa'rdize CIA activities or sources or compromise them 
in anv way in :Mexico. 

He ·then· said, "\Vell, could this not have happened without. your 
lmowledg-e?" "'Yell," I said, "orig:inally perhaps, but I have inquired. 
I haw. talked to Mr. Helms and I am sure that we had no part in this 
operation ai?:ainstthc Democratic National Committee." 

He kept pressing: this. There must have bePn. These peopleall used 
to work for the CIA, and all this thing. I srr~d mavhc thev nsrd to, hut 
thev were not when they did it and he pressed and pressed on, on this 
and asked if there was not some wav I could help l1im, and it seemed 
to me he was exnlorin.cr pffhans the ·option of srein;! whrthrr he could 
pnt. some of the blame on us. Thrre was not anv SJh•cific rthing-he said 
!mt tlw gcm•ml trnor was in this -wav and I said to him-I din'not han} 
an opportunity to consult with anybody-I simply s1id, 
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llr. Dean, any attempt to involve the Agency in the stifling of this affair 
would IJe a disa ster. It would de stroy the cr edibility of the .\gen <:y with the 
Congress, with the Xation. It would be a gra,e disserviee to the President. I will 
not ue a party to it and I am quite prepared to resign before I do anything that 
will implicate the Agency in this matter. 

This seemed to shock him somewhat . I said that anything that would 
inrnlve any of these Government agencies like the CIA and FBI in 
,anything improper in this way would be a disaster for the Nation. 
Somewhat reluctantly he seemed to accept this line of argument and 
I left. . 

Mr. DASH. Xow, General Walters, since you had made the check 
prior to seeing l\Ir. Dean concerning whether in fact any FBI investi
gation in Mexico would seriously or not seriously involve any co\·ert 
activities of the CIA, and you reported that to Mr. Dean at this meet
ing, did you believe that you were responding at that meetin~ then to 
the concern that you had received at the earlier meeting trom the 
sta,tement from l\Ir. Haldeman 1 

General WALTERS. Yes, Mr. Dash, I did. At the risk of perhaps 
seeming naive in retrospect it did not occur to me at that time that 
Mr. Dean would not tell Mr. Gray. Mr. Gray was in touch with l\Ir. 
Dean. Mr. Dean told me he was in touch with Mr. Gray. In retrospect 
I should, of course, have called Mr. Gray directly. I regret that I did 
not. 

Mr. DASH. And you had been informed by 1\fr. Ehrlichman when 
you checked as to whether you should talk to Mr. Dean, that Mr. Dean 
was a person you could talk to, that he was handling the matted 

General WALTERS. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. I think when you were testifying just a little while ago 

you said that you may have incorrectly put in your memorandum of 
the June 26 meeting something that should have been in another meet
ing. I want to show you your memorandum or a writing that appears 
to be a memorandum prepared by you on June 28 dealing with the 
conversation you had with Mr. Dean on June 26 and ask you if you 
want to make a correction as to that memorandum for the record. You 
will notice, General Walters, that there is an excised portion of that 
memorandum. which has been cut out and on our receipt of that, it 
appeared to be matters which dealt with national security and, there-
fore, was excised. . 

General WALTERS. Fine. I am very appreciative of the comm.itt:ee 
for doing this. 

Yes, it does. If I were to make a correction somewhat complicated 
it would really be that the fourth ·paragraph, the sixth and seventh 
paragraphs belong to the conversation of the 27th rather than the 
conversation of the 26th. · . 

1\fr. DASH. And that dealt with the question of money, bail money 
from the CIA. · 

General WALTERS: That . is correct. This is a. correct copy. 
1\-fr. DASH. It is a correct copy of y(mr memorandum¥ 
General WALTERS. Yes, it is. 
Mr. DASH. :Mr. Chairman, could we have that memorandum marked 

as an exhibit and received in evidence 1 
Senator ERVIN. The memorandum will be appropriately numbered 

as an exhibit and received in evidence as such. 
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[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 130.*] 
l\Ir. DASH. After that meeting with Mr. Dean on June 26, did you 

report back to former Director Helms? 
General WALTERS. I did. I told :Mr. Helms generally what had trans

pired and he approved of my firm stand with Dean and I related in 
some detail the various matters that I had discussed with l\fr. Dean 
andthe fact that I had told Mr. Dean that no Agency assets would 
be compromised by the pursuit of the FBI investigation in l\Iexico. 

i\Ir. D,\SH. I think you mentioned earlier that you did again meet 
with l\Ir. Dean. \Vb.en did you next meet with :Mr. Dean? 

General ·WALTERS. On the following morning, June 27, I received 
another telephone call from Mr. Dean summoning me down to his 
office. I went down to l\Ir. Dean's office. I believe the time is indicated 
in the memorandum, 11 :30 a.m. 

Mr. Ds\SH. I think 11 :45 a.m. , 
General 'WALTERS. 11 :45 a.m., and l\Ir. Dean said that the investiga

tion was continuing, that some of the suspects were wabbling and might 
talk and I said, "Well, that is just too bad but it has nothing to do 
with us because nothing that they can say can implicate the Agency." 
So he again said, "Have you not discovered something about Agency 
involvement in this matter?" And I said, "No, I have not discovered 
anything about Agency involvement in this matter." He said, '~Is there 
not something the Agency can do to help?" I said, "I do not see how 
we can be helpful." Then he said, "\Vell, would there be any way in 
which you could go bail or pay the salaries of these defendants while 
they are in jail?" And I said, "No way. To do so would implicate 
the Agency in something in which it is not implicated. I will have no 
part in this." >: 

Again I went through the reasoning of the appalling effect it would 
have. I made plain to him that if the Agency were to intervene in this, 
it would become known in the leaking atmosphere in Washington, that 
it wQuld be a total disaster, and I would like to say, if I may at this 
point, that I have not spent the whole of my adult life in the Central 
Intelligence Agency. I Joined it for the first time in l\Iay of 1972. But 
I am convinced that an effective CIA is essential if the United States 
is to survive as a free and democratic society in the rough world in 
which we live, and I was determined that I would not see it destroyed 
or implicated as might be desired in this business. I further told l\Ir. 
Dean that when we expended funds, covert funds within the United 
States, we were required to report this to our congressional oversight 
committees and this seemed to cool his enthusiasm considerably. We 
had a few more discussions and again he asked me whether there was 
any way we could be helpful and I said, "No, we could not be." 

Mr. DASH. Did you, by the way, at the meeting on .June 28-do you 
have a copy of your memorandum with you~ · 

General WALTERS. Yes, I do. 
This is the meeting of the 28th or the memorandum written on the 

28th~ 
Mr. DAsH. No. The meeting of the following day~ the meeting you 

have just testified to. 
General \VALTERS. On the 28th: yes, I do. 
•see p. 3Sl 6. 
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Mr. DASH. Yes. First let me show you your copy of a memorandum 
you prepared on June 29 of your meeting on June 27 and ask if this 
1s a correct copy of that meeting. 

General ·w ALTERS. yes, it is. 
M:r. DASH. l\Ir. Chairman, if we can have that marked for identifi

cation and received. 
Senator ERVIN. That will be marked and appropriately numbered 

as an exhibit and received in evidence as such. 
[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 131.*] 
Mr. DASH. All right,' now General Walters, the v-ery next day, it 

appears that you had another meeting with .Mr. Dean. 
General 1V ALTERS. That is right. 
Mr. DAsH. Did you report to former Director Helms on your 27th 

meeting? 
General WALTERS. Mr. Helms was extremely interested in this whole 

business and I reported to him immediately returning to the Agency 
on each occasion. 

:Mr. DASH. On the 28th when you began to write th.ese memor3:ndums, 
could you tell the committee what caused you to begm to put this down 
in writing1 

General ·w ALTERS. Well, as soon as he broached the question of bail 
and paying the salaries of these defendants, I realized that for the 
first time there was a clear indication that something improper ,vas 
being explored, and I discussed this with Mr. Helms and we agreed, 
again I don't know whether he or I suggested it, that we write the 
memorandum, that I wrote the memorandum on these meetings and. 
kept a record of them and that is how the memorandums came to be 
recorded. It will be noted I wrote practically five of them on the same 
day to catch up with the past. 

Mr. DASH. Yes. 
The meeting on the 28th it appears was a fairly significant meeting 

bepause it was a followup again o-f a third meeting that you had with 
Mr. Dean. Do you have a copy of that memorandum~ 

General ·w ALTERS. Of my meeting of the 28th 1 
Mr. DASH. Yes; which you prepared on June 29, 1972. 
General WALTERS. Yes. I do have it. 
l\fr. DAsn. Would you read that memorandum in full, General 

Waltersi 
General WALTERS [ reading] : 
On 28 June at 11 :30 John Dean asked me to see him at .his office in the 

Executive Office Building. I sa:whim alone. 
He said that the Director's meeting-

That is Director Helms' meeting-
with Patrick Gray, FBI Director, was canceled and that John Ehrlichman had 
suggested that Gray deal with me insteflfl. 

The problem was how to stop the FBI investigation beyond the fh·e suspects. 
Leads led to two other people--Ken Dahlberg and a )fexiean named Guena. 
Dean said that the $89,000 was unrelated to the bugging case and Dahlberg was 
refusing to answer questions. Dean then asked hopefully whether I could do 
anything or had any suggestions. 

I reneated that as Denuty Director, I had no independent authority. I was 
not in the channel of command and had no authority other than that given me 
hy the Director. The idea that I could act independently was a delusion and had 
no basis in fact. 

•see p. 3818. 
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Dean then asked what might be done and I said that I realized he had a tough 
prohlem;but if there were Agency involvement, it could be only at Presidential 
directive and the political risks that were concomitant appeared to me. to be 
unacceptable. At prt•sent there was a high explosive l,oml> but inten·ention such 
as he had suggested would transform it into a megaton hydrogen bomb. The pres
ent caper was awl,ward and unpleasant. Directed intervention by the Agency 
could be electorally mortal if it became known and the chances of keeping it 
secret until the election were almost nil. I noted that scandals had a short life in 
Washington and other newer spicier ones soon replaced them. I urged him not to 
become unduly agitated by this one. 

He then asked if I had any ideas and I said that this affair already had a 
strong Cuban flavor and everyone knew the Cubans were conspiratorial and 
unxious to know what the policies of both parties would be toward Castro. They , 
therefore, had a plausible moti"t"e for attempting this amateurish job which auy 
skilled technician would deplore. This might be costly but. it would he plausible . 

Dean said he agreed that this was the best tack to take but it might cost half a 
million dollars. He also agreed (for the second time) that the risks of Agency 
involvement were unacceptable. After a moment's thought he said that he felt that 
Gray's cancellation of his appointment with Director Helms might well be re
versed in the next few hours. 

Dean thanked me and I left. ---Mr. DASH. First, General Walters, where was this meeting to be 
held on ,June 28 which was canceled? 

General vVALTERS. I did not know, Mr. Dash, I did not know what 
he was talking about. I presume some arrangement outside of me had 
been made for Director Helms to see :Mr. Gray. 

:Mr. DASH. But in any event, as your memorandum shows, Mr. 
Ehrlichman had indicated he had preferred Gray meet with you on 
an ongoing basis. 

General ,VALTERS. This is what )fr. Dean said. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell the committee at least what your impres

sion was concerning that part of your memorandum-where you said 
this meeting is mostly concerning a Cuban conspiratorial plot and 
Dean's statement that he agreed that this was the best tack to take 
but it" might cost a half million dollars. 

General vYALTERS. Yes, Mr. Dash. 
Dean went back at this point in the conversation, as I remember 

it, to the three hypotheses and he was sort of saying, ,;,Yho conld 
ham done this, who could have done this." He did not indicate at anv 
time that he knew where the origin of this was. Quite frankly at thfs 
point my principal purpose was to divert him from pursuing the 
option of involving the Agency in this. I had read, I believe, about 
that time an article in the newspaper which put out a hypothesis that 
the Cubans might have been at the origin of this in order to try to :find 
out what the policies of. the Democratic Party would be if it were 
elected in 1972. This is what I basically said to Dean, that the Cubans 
had a plausible motive for doing this . 

l\fr. Dean, obvionsly nnderstood this as a suggestion of mine that he 
should try to blame the Cubans. In retrospect, as is so often said here 
from this tabk I should have corri' dPd him. Frankly. I wa:5 so relie,·ed 
at seeing him apparently abandoning the iclen. of involving the Agency 
or at least retreating on the idea of involving the Agency that I did not. 
corrl'ct his impression when he said he obYiously thought I "as sng
gesti ll!! that h<> cmtlcl hu r thP Cubans. 
· · Mr.·D.\sn. ,vonhl th.at be th0 infrn•n cP that Mr. Dean's statenwnt 
that it might cost a half million dollars \\"Ollld actually require paying 
somebody off or take this position? 
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ter ,if they wished, in that they had funds and covert procedures for 
distributing funds. I was personally unaware of the workings of the 
CIA, but Mardian and Mitchell appeared ver.v kno .. ledgeab1e. As a 
result of this conversation, which was prompted by my reporting that 
Gray thought the CIA. might be invoked )Iitchell sug-gested I explore 
with Ehrl:ichman and Haldeman having the ·white House contact the 
CIA. for assistance. It was also argued that the individuals inrnlwd 
in the ·watergate incident, as former CIA operatives, might com
promise the CIA in some manner, and the CIA should be interested in 
assisting. 

On :\londay morning, June 2G, I spoke ·with Ehrlichman regarding 
this suggestion. He thought it was a good idea and worth exploring. 
He told me to call the CIA and explore it with them. I told him that 
I had never dealt with anvone at the CIA and did not know Director 
Helms. He told me that° I should not call Helms. rather General 
Walters. I told him I did not know General '\Ya1ters either. He then 
told me that he and Haldeman had had a little chat-as he called it
with Helms and General '\Yalters a few da \"S earlier about their deal
ings with the FBI in relationship to the ·in \·estigation. He was not 
specific. lie then told me that I should deal ,vith General '\Valters 
because he was a good friend of the '\Vhite Honse and the '\Yhite 
House had put him in the Deputy Director position so they could ham 
some influence ornr the Agency. He to]cl me that I should tell General 
,,~alters that I was calling because he (Ehrlichman) had requested 
that I follow up on the earlier meeting they had and if there ·were 
any problems General '\Yalters should call him. After my meeting 
with Ehrlichman, I telephoned General '\Yalters. I told him I was 
calling at Ehrlichman's regnest on a matter relating to his previous 
discussions with Ehrlichman and Haldeman, and would like to have 
him .-isit with me if possible. He seemed sotnPwhat surprised and un
certain about my call, so I told him that he might like to check with )Ir. 
Ehrlichman. He said he would get back to me and he later called me 
back to set up a meeting for about noon at that clay. 

'\Vhen General '\Yalters came to my office I told him again that I was 
·meeting with him at Ehrlichman's request. I made some gPneral com
ments about the "\Yatenrate case. It was from m,· discussion as a result 
of general comment ,~ith '\Yalters that I became aware of the fact 
that Ehdichman and Haldeman had discussed the Dah1her!! and )fex
ican money. '\Ye then discussed the fact that some of the,.leacls tlu-it 
the FBI ,~·ere pursuing were, to my understanding, ,wre unrelated 
to the "\Vatergate but could result in persons, tot a Hy 1minYoh·ed, being 
embarrassed. I would just like to note to counsel for the record that 
some of this is different from the original pagination of my draft 
that may have been lost thronirh the transcribing of it here. I also 
told him that I understood that· the FBI had dewloped three possible 
theories of the case, which I explained and then asked if. in fad. any 
of the men arre5tecl were pl'rsons that were ,\·orking for the CL\. 
General \"\·alters :1ssnrcd mr that thcv were not. I then told him that 
I had been ·asked to explore c\·ery pos,,ible mPnn,:; of dl'aling ,Yith this 
ratlwr rmharrassing and trouhlPsornP situation, hpcanse :,e;omp of the 
men inYoln·d Wl're looking- for :1::;sist:rnc1'. I ask1'd him if there was 
any possih!P wav tlil' CIA could lw of a:,e;:,e;ist:111cl' in proYiding- support 
for rl1e ilHli,·iduals inrnh·erl. General \"\·alters told me that "·hile 
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it could, of course, be done, he told me that he knew the Director's 
feelings 'about such a matter and the Director would only do it on a 
direct order from the President. He then went on to say that to do 
anything to compound the situation would be most unwise and that 
to inrnlve the OIA would only compound the problem because it would 
require that the President become directly involved. 

·while I cannot recall in detail everything Gilneral "\Yalters told me, 
I do recall that his argument was most sound and very persuasive. I 
told him I agreed with his position fully and I had merely been asked 
to explore the potential, which he very rightly stated ,vas too great a 
risk. As the discussion ended I asked him that if he had anv further 
ideas and told him I would appreciate the benefit of his thoughts. I 
thanlt'ed him for his coming over and his candid answers and he 
departed. 

Subsequent to my meeting with Genera11Yalters, I reported back to 
Ehrlichman that "\Valters had informed me that any inrnh-ement by 
the CIA in this matter was impossible. I recall that when I reported 
this to Ehrlichman, he very cynically said "very interesting':. He told 
me that I should talk with General W'alters further and push him a 
little harder to see if the CIA couldn't help out, particularly with 
:regard to the unnecessary pursuit of in.-estigative leads. I also recall 
Ehrlich man saying something to the effect that General "\Yalters seems 
to have :forgotten how he got where he is today. 

I would like to skip the paragraph on page 77 regarding the call 
from Gray, and turn to the last paragraph on 77. 

I received a phone call from Gray on June 27 in which 
he expressed both concern and confusion about his determining if 
the CIA was or was not concerned about the FBI inrestigation. I 
was also confused by Gray's call and do not recall at this time 
what, if anything. I did after I recei\·ed it. Howe\·er, I do recall 
that Ehrlichman had mentioned to me that he wanted Gray to 
deal with General ·walters rather than Director Helms. Appar
ently this was the cause of the confusion on Gray's behalf. 

On the morning of June 28 I arranged again to meet with General 
"\Valters. I was first embarrassed about requesting the meeting because 
he had been most explicit and convincing to me at the first meetin<r. I 
told him that I requested the meeting at Ehrlichman's behest to :further 
discuss the problems of the Dahlberg and Mexican checks. I told him 
what. I knew about the matters and that, to the best of my knowledge, 
they were not related to the '\Vatergate incident. I then asked him if he 
had any suggestions. He expressed sympathy onr the situation, but 
said there was nothing his agency could do. He again explained rea
sons similar to his earlier comments regarding CIA i1n-olrement and I 
expressed my understanding. I then asked him if he had any ideas at 
all and he said that it might be possible to explain the matter as an 
anti-Castro activity. We had some general discuss1on of this, but 
nothing concrete emerged from the discussion. Before W nlters 
departed· I assured him that I agreed that it would be most unwise to 
inrnlrn the CIA, and I thanked him-almost apologetically-for 
coming by again. At no fone did 1 push him as I had been instmcted. 

At the conclusion of this meeting I was totally convinced, as I had 
Ncnt:.-Jnden.ted matter rep~nts portlonit ot l\!r. Dean's prepared statement which 

w.,n, omltte<l or summarized in his presentation. . 
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been earlier, that the CIA could not and would not he brought in to 
solve the problems confronting the ,,.,.hitc House and reelection com
mittee as a result of the "\Yatergate incident. . 

I subsequently informed Ehrlichman and Haldeman that unl0ss the 

L
Presiclent directly onlercd the CIA to pro,·itle support for those 
invol,,ed that the CIA was not going to get iurnln·cl. I told tliem I 
agreed with "\Valters that this would be a teLTiblc mistake and they 
both told me they agreed. 

TRANS)IITTING THE JIATERIALS IN }fo. H-cNT:S SAn: TO THE FBI 

I would now like to explain the transmitting of the materials in 
Hunt's safe to the FBI. As I noted earlier, shortly after the FBI inter
view on June 22 of Colson, and my later instructions from Ehrlich man 
to "Deep Six" the briefcase and shred documents, I had informed the 
FBI that I would forward the material found in Hnnfs office. Aft er 
weighing the implications of Ehrlichman's instrnct,ions to destroy t1'e 
items I decided that I would not engage in any such actiYity myself or 
be pushed into it. Accordingly, I asked David Young to return the 
State Department cable to my office. I had already retumed the brief
case from my car trunk to my office. 

I received several calls from the FBI requesting the material, but 
I had not yet figured out how to tell Ehrlichman I was not going to 
destroy the material. I knew I had to clenlop a good argument to gi\·c 
Ehrlichrnan as to whv the materials should not be destroved. On 
,June 25 or 26 I went· to Ehrlichman to explain that I thot;ght the 
men ,,ho d~·illed the safe had probably seen the briefcase. that the 
Secret Sernce agent who was present had probably seen some of the 
material; that 1[r. Kehrli and Fielding had SPen it-and what would 
happen when all those people were later asked by the FBI ahonUhc 
contents of the safe. Then. I said I frlt we must turn owr the mntprial 
to the FBI. ·with regard to the sensitive documents. I suggested tk1t 
they be given direct(;,· to Gray. I told Ehrlichrnan that, i'fen·1· a;:;ked 
under oath, I had to be able to testify that to the best of my kno,,·le<lgt~, 
everything found in the safe had been turned onr to the FBI. 

The FBI agents came to my office, I bclie,·e on .Tune 2G or 27. 
I garn them one box. which had been packed and told thein that 
as soon as the other material was packed I would get it to tl11:•rn. "\"\1wn 
I got tied up in a meeting, I phoned Fielding and asked him to p:wk 
up the remainder of the materials, which I belie,·e ,rns the State De
partment cables and the briefcase. He did so and turned o,·er th(' re
mainder of the rnate1'.ials, with the exception of the two enwlopes 
which contained the politically sensitive materials I describNl earlier. 
I spoke with Ehrlichman on the 28th and informed him the matn·ial 
had been sent to the FBI with the exception of the politically Sl·nsitiYc 
documents .. He told me he was meeting later that day "·ith Gray and 
I should brmg them over at that time. 

I went to Ehrlichman's office just before )fr. Gray arrind. I placed 
the envelopes on the coffee table in his offic0. "\\Then (hay a rrin·d. 
Ehrlichmnn toltl him tlrnt we hncl some material for him tlrnr had 
come from Hnnt's saft>. Ehrlichm:m drscribrd it ns politicalh· scnsi
tin·, lmt not n'lntl·cl to th<' "\\TntPni:afr. T tol<l Grav that Fi,•l1li1w and 
1 had gone throngh Hnnt's docnmPnts and had turnl'd onr all tlw 
materials to tlw agents except the documents .in these two Pnn-lopt>s. 
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EXHIBIT NO. 130 

28 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD J 
On 26 June at about 10:00 a. m. I received a phone call from 

Mr. John Dean at the White House. He said he wished to see me 
about the matter-that John Ehrlichman and Bob Haldeman had 
discussed with me on the 23rd of June. I could check this out 
with them if I wished. I agreed to call on him in his office in 
Room 106 at the Executive Office Building at 1145 that mornin 6 : 
Immediately after hanging up, I called Ehrlichman to find out if 
this was alright and after some difficulty I reached him and he 
said I could talk freely to Dean. 

At 1145 l called at Dean's office and saw him alone. He said 
that the investigation of the Watergate "bugging" case was extremely 
awkward, there were lots of learls to important people and that the 
FBI which was investigating the matter wa!I working on three theories: 

1'. It was organized by the Republican National Conunittee. 
2. It was organized by the CIA. 
3. It was organized by some other party. 

I said that I had discussed this with Director Helms and I was 
quite sure that the Agency was not in any way involved and I knew 
that the Director wished to distance himself and the Agency from the 
matter. Dean then asked whether I was sure that the Agency was not 
involved. [ J I said that I was sure that none of 
the suspects had been on the Agency payroll for the last two years. 

Dean then said that some of the accused were getting scared and 
"wobbling". I said that even so they could not implicate the Agmcy. 
Dean then asked whether there was not some way that. the Agency 
could pay bail for them (they had been unable to raise bail). He 
added that it was not just bail, that if these men went to prison, 
could we (CIA) find some way to pay their salaries while they were 
in jail out of covert ~.ction funds. · 
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I said that I must be quite clear. I was the Deputy Director 
and as such had only authority specifically delegated to me by the 
Director and was not in the chain of command but that the great 
strength of the Agency and its value to the President of the nation 
lay in the fact that it was apolitical and had never gotten itself · 
involved in political disputes. Despite the fact that I had only 
been with the Agency a short time, 1 knew that the Director felt 
strongly about this. 

I then said that big as the troubles might be with the Watergate 
Affair, if the Agency were to provide bail and pay salaries, this 
would become known sooner or later in the current "leaking" 
atmosphere. of Washington and at that point the scandal would be 
ten times greater as such action could only be done upon direction 
at the "highest level" and that those who were not touched by the 
matter now would certainly be so. 

Dean seemed at first taken aback and then very much 
impressed by this argument and said that it was certainly a very 
great risk that would have to be weighed. I repeated that the 
present affair would be small potatoes compared to what w<;>uld 
happen if we did what he wanted and it leaked. He nodded gravely. 

1 said that, in addition, the Agency would be completely 
discredited with the public and the Congress and would lose all 
value to the President and the Administration. Again he nodded 
gravely. 

He then asked if I could think of any way we (CIA) could help. 
I said I could not think of any but I would discuss the matter with 
the Director and would be in touch with him. However, I felt that 
I was fully cognizant of the Director's feelings in this matter. 
He thanked me and I left. 

Vtrnon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 

z 
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EXHIBIT No. 131 

29 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD·d ··., 

At 1145 on 27 June 1972, I eaw John Dean at hie office in the 
Executive Office Building. 

I told him that I had spoken to Director Helms and found 
that what I had said to Dean the previous day did indeed reflect 
Helms' views accurat~ly. That he felt any involvement of the 
Agency would be most counter productive and furthermore, we 
had a legislative constraint about the expenditure of our funds 
within the United States. We had to clear them with the 
Chairmen of the CIA Oversight Committees in both House and 
Sena_te. This visibly lessened his enthusiasm. 

I then repeated my arguments that this caper while 
presently seeming very large would be overtaken by other 
spicier developments. Unfortunate though its consequences 
might be currently, Agency involvement by direction at the 
highest level would undoubtedly become known sooner or later 
and would then reach to people who were still uninvolved. He 
nodded. I said that my mind boggled that such risks as those 
involved in this caper could have been taken for such an 
unremunerative target. Involving the Agency would transform 
what was now a medium-sized conventional explosive into a 
multi-megaton explosion and simply was not worth the risk to 
all concerned. 

Dean thanked me looking glum and said he agreed with my 
judgment in all of these matters. 

Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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7. On June 28, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with John Dean at the White 

House. Ehrlichman approved Dean's contacting Herbert Kalmbach, the 

President's personal attorney and a Presidential campaign fundraiser, 

to ask Kalmbach to raise funds for the Watergate defendants. Kalmbach 

flew to Washington during the night of June 28, 1972, and the following 

morning Dean met Kalmbach and asked Kalmbach to raise and distribute 

such funds. Dean indicated that Kalmbach should raise from $50,000 to 

$100,000, and Kalmbach accepted this assignment. Kalmbach has testified 

that he acted in the belief that these payments were necessary to dis

charge a moral obligation that had arisen in some manner unknown to 

him by reason of earlier events. 

Page 

7.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 28, 1972 (received 
from SSC) ..•..••••.•......•••..•.......•.....•.... . 144 

7.2 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2566-69 ••••••••••• 145 

7.3 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
November 19, 1973, 93, 102-03 (received from 
Watergate Grand Jury) •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 149 

7.4 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 950 ••••••••••••••••••••• 152 

7.5 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2092, 
2097-98 ........ ................................... . 153 

(143) 



8 :G'l 
'-' • l '.~ V ... ... ,. 

lCl: Oll 
l l: (}0 
l 2:2S 
12:4S 
2:30 
3:30 
6:00 

Z Z ,WHN EHRl«[CHMAN T.QG, ,TUNE 28.., 1922-

John D-::!::t,1 

R..1nd~ll S:-n.!.th C?ubli:;her of .N:J.tio;:ia.l Jciu?:"~alJ 
Roos .::velt Room - p. r. g:-ou?. 
P~eside:it, Sh\..1ltz, \\fci:1.:>er _~ ·~r, Stei:-i {btt~ig:!t) 
T-=.ncis ~-,vi:h Rulli~, ~i [rs. E, ~-I~1.1ska 

TU:SSDAY, JUNE 27, 1972 
\ 

8:00 
8: 15 
9:55 
10:00 
12 :00 
12:30 
l :00 
2:00 
4:15 

HRH offic~ 
Roosevelt Room 
P:res ici= nt 
P:-esident, Repuolic::.n },iembe:::-s 0£ Sanate Finan.c~ Corru:i:tt<'! 
Bruce Agnev1 (Business V/eek) 
F::-ed Malek 

Robert Toth (LA Times) 
Klein'::; g:cou? of local anchor.men - EOB Conference Room 

"WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28, 1972 

8:00 
8:15 
~ 0 :L.5 
lZ:30 

0,:10 
'2: 3 0 
3: :.-t.3 
,.1:5S 

6 :30 

HRH offic8 
Roos e11elt Roo :m. 
John I)e a n 
Jo a n S11ll i·v~ .. :n, 
Jo h :n D8 :t ::t 

Pre3 ic!.ent 
,~-r ei1.1.b ~ r ~~ -= r 1 s office - El-~. !-I 
Tenci:., -:./·#~:.h 1Fern0:-i. J·o :~""c°::1.n (Urb?. .. n I_,eag 1_1-:~), H~1lltn, ·~_(o 1iP.g 
L~ P .J.t:--iclc C::ay, III;- .John Dea11. 

(144) 



7.2 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 241 19731 6 SSC 2566-69 

2566 

l\fr. EuRLICIBIAX. "\YElll, of course, the President has many, many 
channels of information in and he gives instructions to a number of 
people besides me on a whole range of subjects. So I wonlcln:twant you 
to have the impression that he depended on me as the sole source of his 
information or the sole conduit for his instructions, either one. 

I became ,tware of a very n.dive concern, all([ a ,·ery active practice 
on the part of l\fr. Dean and his colleague~ )Ir. Fielding, to counsel 
people who had in some way been associated with the special unit in 
one way or another, that ,vhen they were interviewed by the FBI, 
this was a subject that was impressed by the President with a Yery 
high security classification. That "·onlcl have been-the FBI really 
was conducting interviews in the "\Vhite House in the month of ,June 
and on into July. I think they finished for all practical purposes their 
intensive investigation in the White Honse during the month of July. 

l\fr. TnoMPSON. "\Vould he not normally ha\'e expressed his concern 
to you, whether or not he ,vas getting any information from you, since 
he looked to you for supervision of this group 1 "\Vould he have not 
expressed his concern to you a:bout in effect, your former employees? 

l\fr. EHRLICI:DIAX. ·would he not? 
Mr. Tumrpsox. Did he not 1 · 
l\Ir. EHRLicn1ux. I can't recall that he ever did, Mr. Thompson. 
Mr. Tno1rPsox. I believe you did state that early on, you felt like 

you had standing instructions that these matters of national security 
involving the plumbers were matters which were not to be exposed. 

Mr. Ennuc1-nux. Yes, sir; I have a very clear recollection of a 
conversation with the President around the first of 1971, in which he 
made that yery, very clear. 

Mr. THOlIPSON. But you had no personal concern until March of 
this year that-what? Either that those matters would be exposed or 
i! they were exposed, that they would have any significant repercus- ' 
s1ons1 

Mr. EnRLICHMAX. I think the former. I had rested secure in a pas
sive sense-this wasn't something that ,ms on my mind a great deal. 
But I had felt that this was a set of subjects of real delicacy in terms 
of national security and that really, if there were any subjects that 
wonlcl not be talked abont freely or find their way into the public 
domain, that this is one of those sets of subjects that would not. And I 
didn't have any conscious concern that anybody involved in it, Hunt 
and Liddy included. would have told those-·-

1 1\I. r. TnmIPSON. ,vhen did you first become aware of the fact that 
money was being raised to pay Hunt, among others? 

~fr. EIIRLICIDL\N. I am not sure that I knew who money was being 
raised for in any specific sense. You ham asked me about Hunt. 

Mr. TnoMPsox. The ,vatergate defendants 1 
Mr. EnnLICJDIAN. Yes, I was aware that there was a need for a 

defense fund, attorneys' fees fund. 
l\Ir. TnolIPSON. lVhen did .that come to your attention? 
l\Ir. Enm,1c1nuN. It must have been late in June and it came to me 

through Mr. Dean, who said that the defendants were losin~ their 
attorneys, attorneys were. quitting-, they were not being paid. ,Tohn 
Mitchell felt Yery strongly that it was important to have good le~al 
representation for these defendants for a number of reasons-for 
political reasons, but also because we had these civil damage suits that 
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had been filed by the Democrats against the Committee for the Re-
Election and the Republicans. · 

Mr. THo)rrsox. 1Vhat do you mean "for political reasons"? 
l\Ir. Emu,rcrnrnx. 1VelL just that if there \Yerc to be atria! and it 

l.J
were to take place before the election, that obviously, that trial would1 
have some political impact and good representation was simply 
essential. ·, 

l\Ir. THmrPsox. How would money help in that regard? l\Iotions for 
continuances or--· 

Mr. EnnLICIBL\X. Money would help to retain attorneys. At least, 
that was my understanding of the concept. 

l\Ir. TumrPsox. It certainly would do that? 
l\Ir. EHRLICIDIAN. Evidently. 
Mr. THo:lrrsox. 1Vhat about later on? Did it come to your attention 

that there were increasing pressures by Hunt specifically for monev, 
more money for himself and his attorneys~ w 

l\Ir. EnRLICHlIAN. I don:t think I became aware of that until some
time after the 1st of the year. Then it came not in the, not so much in 
the money sense where Hunt was concerned, but it related to this 
episode of his trying to make contact with l\Ir. Colson to satisfy him
self that Colson was still standing by him and that he was still his 
friend, and this kind of thing. It was not until we got into about the 
20th of l\Iarch that I became aware that Hunt was in fact making 
strong money demands. 

Mr. THO),IPSOX. You didn't have any discussions with anyone, Dean 
or anyone else, during all this period of time, about Hunt m fact was 
threatening to blow the lid off unless his 1:noney demands were met 1 

l\fr. EHRLrc1urAx. No, I don't believe so. 
Mr. THmIPsox. You drew no distinction in your mind between 

Hunt and Liddy and the Cuban~Americans? They were all just one 
package? 

Mr. EnRLrcinrAx. As two groups? 
Mr. Tno)rPsox. Yes. You didn't feel like it was any more impera

tive that Hunt and Liddy had sufficient funds to hire good lawyers 
to make them happv than for the Cuban-Americans? 

M:r. EnRLrc1-nrA·x. No. And it was not, obviously, to make them · 
happy and it was for the purpose that I have stated. 

Mr. TIIO)IPSOX. Humanitarian? 
Mr. EHRLICH)IAX. 1Vell, no; I conceived of this as being like, you 

know, the Daniel Ellsberg defense fund and the Angela. Davis defense 
fund and the Berrigan brothers defense fund. It is apparently a com
monplace of American life these days that these kinds of funds are 
created and that people do donate to them. . 

Mr. THmrPsoN. Is it your understanding that this particular de
fense fund was going to be secret? 

J\fr. EHRLICIDIAN. No, as a matter of fact, Mr. Dean told me that 
there was a public defense fund being created in Florida right around 
this time. 

Mr. TumrPsox. But this was not the one that l\Ir. Kalmbach was 
engaged in, was it? 

:Mr. EnnLICHl\IAN. This was, as I understood it, one that had been 
generated within the Cuban community down there. 
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:Mr. Tumrrsox. But is that not something completely separate and 
apart from what i\Ir. Kalmbach was doing? Didn't Mr. Kalmbach 
come to yon and, in essence, tell yon that he was raising money and 
ask if it ,Yas all right? 

Mr. EHRLICH::IIAX. )Yell, not quite in those terms, but I had a con
conversation ,vith Mr. Kalmbach about the fact that he was raising 
money for attorneys' fees. 

Mr. THmrrsoN. Give us the essence of that conversation, if you can. 
1Vhen did it occur and what was said? 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. It occurred on .July 14 out in his office in New
port·Beach. That was a Friday afternoon. I stopped at his office on 
my way from the ,vegtern ·white House back to the place that I was 
staying, which ,ms on farther north. and he showed me his offices. 
1Ve talked about the California political situation, which he was 
then very concerned about, on which he had a number of ideas. And 
he mentioned to me in the course of that get-together that he was now 
raising money. He said it rather philosophically, because we had had a 
conversation back sometime in February or March in which--

Mr. THOMPSON. How do you talk about raising money, philosoph
ically? [Laughter.] 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Well, this way: He had hoped to get out of the 
money-raising business the first of April and we had hatched a rather 
elaborate plot to get him out of the money-raising business and it was 
that Bob Haldeman Itnd I would be his defense when Maury Stans 
and John Mitchell asked him to get back into the fundraising again. 
He said he had had that activity and he had been at it a couple of 
times in Presidential campaigns and he reallv wanted to do other 
kinds of things to be helpful. • 

So we agreed that when he was approached by Mr. Stans or Mr. 
Mitchell, tliat he would say, and we would back him up, that he was 
going to do political chores for the 1Vhite House on assignment. 

He was philosophical about it in the sense that it was sort of, well, 
maybe you have heard--

Mr. Tuol\1rsox. Could I ask you this 7 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN [continuing]. I am back raising money again. 
Mr. THmrrsoN. Pardon me for interrupting. Could I ask you this: 

He testified essentially that he looked into your eyes and said, "John, 
I know your family, you know my familv, is this the thing to do, is it 
all right?" • 

You said, "yes, Herb, it is." 
Now, did that happen? 
Mr. EHRLICIDIAN. I am sure that if he had looked into my eyes and 

I had looked into his eyes and we had invoked the names of our wives, 
I am sure I would remember that solemn occasion and I am sorry to 
say that I don't remember. r t ·would never in my life ask Herb Kalmbach to do anything that 
I thought was shady or improper, certainly not illegal. And if Herb 
Kaln:ibach had eyer said to me, "Do you much for the propriety or the 
legal 1ty of what I :am doing," I vrnuld have been very, very slow to make 
any assurance to Herb ,vithout a lot of research to satisfy myself. And 
that is why I am pretty sure that that kind of request was not made 
of me and I did not make a response, because I never did have occasion 
to research it O" find out about it. 

(147) 



7. 2 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 241 1973 1 6 SSC 2566-69 

2569 

Mr. THOMPSON. Dean had already talked to you about it previously, 
though? 

Mr. EHRLI CIDIAN. ·well, he had talk ed to me about it. He said, 
"Look, I am going to see if ,ve can get Herb Kalmbach wound up to 
raise some attorney's fees for John Mitchell, who says we have really 
got to do it for the reasons that I have stated." He said, "if he checks 
with you, back me up on this." 

Now, it happened that he did not check with me. Herb did not call 
me and we did not talk about it until he ,ms well into the project. As 
I say, it was, as I recall, the 14th of July when we first discussed it. And 
the balance of the conversation, after he said, as I say, rather resigned
ly, that he was hack in this, that he was using Tony Ulasewicz to carry 
cash-and I got the impression that he was carrying cash from Cali-

L fornia to the East and I may be mistaken about that, but I related that 
to Dean's very brief conversation with me before about this. There was 
no solicitation of him to me, is this OK for me to do or anything of 
that sort at that time. · 

Now, he was in my office again back here, what, 12 da,ys later, I guess 
it was, on the 26th. and my log shows that. I do not know-he made 
periodic visits and he would come in and he vrnuld have a whole list of 
things that he wanted to talk about, and we would go do,,n his list. 
It may be that this business was on it, bnt I am just morally certain 
that there was no such request of him that I vouch for the activity nor 
was there any vouch in~ on my p :, rt. · 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Ehrlichman, I would like to conclude. Now the 
reason I am probing this area with regard to your frame of mind at the 
time is this: It appears to me that if, say, the break-in at the psychia
trist's office of Daniel Ellsberg was a le,g-itimate matter, a matter con
cerning national security and "·as held under your interpretation, I 
presume, of he implied powers of the President under the Constitu
tion; if you felt this way, and if, in fact, the President had instructed 
you for national security reasons to see that those matters were not un
covered or exposed in the investigation of the "\Vatergate, then all of 
these other matters would seem to follow as a matter of course, the 
other matters you responded to, this business about telling- Dean to 
deep-six the Hunt documents; the bnsiness about seeing that money 
was raised or helping- to see that money was raised to keep the defend
ants quiet; this business about offering Hunt Executive clemency or 
the President offering Hunt Executive clemency and I know you want 
to respond to all of those, but I am interested ·in how you felt at the 
time. If, first , yon did feel like the previous activities of the Plumbers 
were legitimate and legal, and, second, the President did give you 
the instruction which he says he gave yon, then would not these matters 
follow as a matter of course, and would you have any reason to deny 
them? . 

Mr. EHRI,ICIE\L\N. Mr. Thompson , without getting into all of these 
specific misstatements of truth. let us look at what I did do when the 
President gave me the instrnction back in the first of 1972. with re
gard to holding confidential the activities of that special unit. "What 
I did do ,vas to contact the people who were involved, that is, Krogh, 
and Young primarily, and say, "This is the President's decisi0n. this 
is his determination, he does not want this talked about. It is confiden
tial, it is secret, it is not to he discussed." 
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was going to be involved. I didn't really think that my 

second meeting was going to chan~e the results of that. 

~ Did there como a time when Mr. Mitchell asked you 

to seek your superiors' permission to go ahead and contact 

Mr. Kalmbach about becoming involved in raising money for the 

defendants? 

A Yes. He specifically asked me to check with Mr. 

Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman as to the use of Mr. Kalmbach. 

O Do you recall any comments that he made on that 

occasion? 

A Yes, I do. I recall~ well, where it happened. 

It was in his office at the re-election committee~ I should 

say his law office over in the same building. 

I was standing by his desk, and he said to me that 

I should go ahead and check with Haldeman and Ehrlichman abou 

using Kalmbach because he thought that they would be very 

interested in seeing this problem dealt with. 

Q , Did you in fact seek the approval of both Mr. 

Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichrnan? 

Yes, I did. I sought it and received it. 

Hadyou ever asked Mr. Kalmbach in the past totake 

on any fund raising assignment? 

A Never had. 

Q Had you ever asked him to take on any assignment? 

A No. 
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Q Do you recall whether he had notes or some kind of 

written material from which he made this accounting? 

A Yes. He had a small slip of paper which he had been 

carrying in his wallet. He took this small piece of paper out 

of his wallet and had written in a very small print these 

figures and he read them to LaRue. 

I don't recall whether LaRue made any notes or not, 

but after Kalmbach had done his reporting, there was sort of 

a ceremonial burning of the piece of paper in an ashtray onmy 

desk. 

Q 

A 

Q 

Mr. Kalmbach burned the paper himself? 

Yes. 

Now during July, August, and September of 1972, did 

the demands that were being communicated from the defendants 

continue? 

A Yes, they did. 

Q Mr. Dean, was it on account of these continuing 

demands that Mr. Kalmbach had to raise additional money as tim 

went along? 

A 

Ip._: .. 
A 

Kalmbach. 

Q 

That's correct. 

To your own personal knowledge, who knew about the· 

that were being made to the defendants? 

Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Mitchell, of cours 

I take it you personally had conversations with Mr. 
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A It Caine up on a regular basis. 

G 
On a regular basis? 

Yes. 

Q And at this time, prior to the indictment on 

September 15th, did you ever have a discussion abouta Cuban 

defense or a Miami defense fund that had been set up? 

A I don't recall when the discussion of the defense 

fund really ca.~e out. It was certainly something that was 

being kicked around long before it actually, I understand, was 

created. 

There was no such actually operating defense fund to 

my knowledge, and it was always assumed that it would be one 

of the best fundraisings in the world because it had a sure 

sources of money. 

Q But at this time this was being talked about, if at 

all, as a future possibility? 

A In September, you're saying? 

Q July, August, September. 
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a discussion of the need for support money in exchange for the silence 
for the men in jail and if the CIA could not do it tl1t>y would have to 
find monev somewhere else . .Mr. LaRu e indi cat ed that )fr. Stans haLl 
only a small amount of cash. I beliere he said $70,000 or $80,000, but 

I more would be needed. After some discussion which I cannot recall 
with any specificity at this time, Mitchell asked me to get the approynl 
of Haldeman and Ehrlichman to use l\fr. Herbert Kalmbach to raise 
the necessary money. Before I departed the meeting I remembered that 
Mr. Mitchell, in an aside for my ears only, told me that the ·white 
House, in particular Ehrlichman, should be nry interested and anx- , 
ions to accommodate the needs of these men. He was referring to ac
tivities -that they -had conducted in the past that related to the White 
House, such as the Ellsberg break-in. 

I conveyed this request to Haldeman and Ehrlichman and they told 
me to proceed to contact Mr. Kalmbach. I called Mr. Kalmbach on 
June 28, and told him that Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and Mitchell had 
requested that he come back to 1Vashington as quickly as possible. He 
told me he would take the next flight. . 

I met Mr. Kalmbach at the l\fayflower Hotel on ,Tune 29. 1Ve first 
met in the coffee shop, but could not find sufficient prirncy to talk, 
so we ,vent to his room. I had always been very open in my deal
ings with l\1r. Kalmbach, and I knew that he had stated, after h" 
completed his fundraising activities prior to April 7, 1!)72, that hP 
did not wish to engage in any further funclraisin~ ncti,·itie s, so I to]rl 
him everything I knew about the case at that time, including my con
cern that it might involve the President himself, but I did not know 
that for a fact. I also told him that Haldeman, Ehrlichman, ann 
l\fitchell felt it was very important that he raise the money. I told him 
that per Mitchell's instructions he should contact Fred LaRue as t<' 
the amounts needed and the timing. I knew that Kalmbach was not 
happy with this assignment, and he said he was undertaking it only 
because Mitchell, Haldeman: and Ehrlichman had so requested. I do 

Lnot know if Mr. Kalmbach d. iscussed this with any of these persons, 
but given the nature of the request, I did not expect him to take it on 
my word alone. I had never before given instructions to Kalmbach to 
ra.ise any money or nernr passed on any similar instrnctious to him. 

Subsequent to our meeting, Kalmbach informed me he "·as depart-
ing to raise the money, but he wanted Tony Ulasewicz to handle any 
deliveries because )Ir. TTlasewicz was the only man he would trust. He 
said that he did not have his telephone number and rcqnPsted that I 
call ,Jack Caulfield and request that Mr. Ulasewicz call him in Cali
fornia. I called Caulfield and made the request, b11t I did not tell 
Caulfield the reason Kalmbach wanted to ha,·e )fr. rlasewicz call him. 

,vithin a week or so, Kalmbach returned to ,vashington and re
quested that I meet him in Lafayette Park, which I did. He said that 
I could report to Haldeman and Ehrlichman that he had raised thr 
money and, in fact. he said he had it h1 his briefcase with him , to the 
best. of my recollection. he told me he was <'ll routP to rne<'t )[r. rins<'
wicz, but wantrcl me to knmv the job "·as clonP. Follo,,·in~·that nweting
and several days later, as I recall. he called me and said that h(' had 
asked Fred LaRne to come to my office to girn him the details of " ·ho 
was to get how much. I recall tha·t snch a mi>eting did oec111· in mv officP, 
but I was on and off the telephone while La Rne and Kalmbach were 
going over the figures and I have absolutely no 1·ecollection of the 
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and in Arizona. In 1967, the · present firm of Kalmbach, DeMarco, 
Knapp & Chillingworth was found ed with offices in Los Angeles 
and Newport Beach. Also, for more than 20 years, I have been active 
in politi cal work-particularly in recent years in the area of campaign 
finance. 

Since early 1969, I have been engaged in activities on the President's 
behalf in three major areas. · 

First, it has been the source of great pride and personal satisfaction 
to me and to my partners to have had the responsibility for handling 
personal legal mat'ters for President Nixon and members of his imme
diate family for the past 4 years. During this period, practically all 
of the contacts that I had relative to these matters were handled 
through either John Ehrlichman or John Dean. 

Second, I acted as trustee during the period from January of 1969 
to early February of 1972 for certam surplus funds which had accrued 
principally from the primary period of the 1968 campaign. While 
Maurice I-I. Stans was the individual with whom I dealt at the time 
I accepted such trusteeship, I disbursed from such funds only at th& 
express direction of H. R. Haldeman or others clearly having the 
authority to direct such.disbursements. 

Third, I agreed to solicit early pledges of financial support for the 
President's 1'972 campaign beginning in November of 1970. This as
signment was completed in the sprinO' of 1972. The original records of 
this activity were turned over to the finance committee after Mr. Stans 
had assumed the post of finance chairman on February 15, 1972. I 
thereupon directed my secretary to destroy my files which were wholly 
personal and supportive of the original files earlier transferred to 
the finance committee. This action on my part was intended to insure 
the continued confidentiality of the contacts that I had had with 
various contributors with whom I had dealt during this period. Copies 
of what remaining records I have and such bank records as I have been 
able to retrieve have been supplied to the committee's staff prior to my 
appearance here today. . r · Finally, I want to take this opportunity to deny any prior knowledge 
of the ·watergate break-in, in or participation in, the formulation of 
any planned conspiracy to cover up that incident or act of campaign 
sabotage or unethical activity. My actions in the period immediately 
followrng the break-in which invoh ·ed the raising of funds to prodde 
for the legal defense of the Watergate defendants and for the support 
of their families were prompted in the belief that such was proper and 
necessary to discharge what I assumed to be a moral ohliiation that 
had arisen in some manner unknown to me by reason of earlier e,·ents. 
The fact that I had been dire cted to undertake these actions by the 
No. 2 and Xo. 3 men on the 'White House staff made it absolutely ·L incomprehensible to me that my actions in this regard could luwe been 
regarded in any way as improper or unethical. . 

I am here before you today to tell the truth about my acth ·ities dur
ing the period in question. It is not my purpose to testify for or against 
any individual. I wish to cooperate fully with the committee , an<l in 
that spirit, I am now ready to ans,Yer your questions to the yery best 
of my ability. 

Thank you. 
Mr. DASH. Thank yon, Mr. Kalmbach. 
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Mr. KAUIBACH. Yes, sir, it was. 
Mr. DAsH. Did you find a lot of interest when you were there at 

the committee concerning that incident'? 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. ·well, again, Mr. Dash, it was a topic of discus

sion, and I know that I did talk about it, but it was nothing more · 
than that. 

Mr. DAsH. All right after that meeting, you returned to California? 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. Yes, sir, I did. 
M. r .. DASH. Now, .did you receive a telephone call from ~Ir. John 

Dean on June 28? . 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, I did. . · · 
Mr. DASH. And what did he tell vou on the telephone? 
Mr. KALMBACH. As I remember the telephone conversation, :Mr. 

Dean called me. It was in the early afternoon, midafternoon, on the 
28th. He told me that it was a matter of extreme importance that I 
return to or come back to ,vashington, preferably by the first avail
able flight, to undertake a very important assignment. 

Mr. DASH. And what did you do in response to that call? 
Mr. KAUIBACH. I took a 10 or 10 :15 or 10 :30 flight that night. 
Mr. DASH. Arriving in Washington when? 
Mr. IL.\Ll\IBACH. Arriving in ·washington at 6, 6 :15, 6 :30, the follow

ing morning. 
l.\fr. DASH.Now, what did you do next, Mr. Kalmbach? 
Mr. IL'\.Ll\IBACH. I then took a cab into town and checked into the 

Statler-Hilton Hotel. 
Mr. DASH. Did you then meet 1\Ir. Dean, either at that time or a 

later time that day'? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, after I checked in and changed, I think prob

ably I had some breakfast, I called Mr. Dean around, as I can best re-. 
call, around 9 in the morning in his office in the Executive Office 
Building. 

lVIr. DASH. And what transpired? 1Vhat was the call about? ·what _ . 
did Dean say, what did you say, and what followed? 

.Mr. KALl\IBACH. It seems that in recalling that conversation, I told 
him that I am here in ·w ashington at the Statler, and I can come over 
to your office right now if that is what you wish. 

He replied, "No, you are at the Statler, I am here at the Executive 
Office Building, why don't we both start walking and meet in front 
of the Hay-Adams Hotel?" 

I said, ''all right." This had never happened before, but it was a nice 
day and I said, "all right, I will do that; I will meet you in front of the 
Hay-Adams," and then left the hotel. 

I was there about 9 :30, I would guess, and I think I saw him corning 
up through the park and I suggested that we have coffee at the Hav-
Adams. He said, "No, let's just walk in the park," which we did. • 

'\Ve walked for a time and I recall that he put his foot up on the 
bench and made some wide gestures, indicating to me that I should 
do likewise, which I am not certain that I understood what he meant 
by that, but I recall that very clearly. 

Mr. DASH. He made ,vide gestures and asked you to do likewise? 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. 'Wide gestures, well, indicating that perhaps we 

were being observed. I don't understand, but I do remember that he 
did, in fact, do that, and suggest to me that I do likewise. 
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.Mr. DASH. You would certainly be a gr eater target of observation 
if you were making wide gestures, would you not ~ 
· Mr. IL<\LlIB,\CII. I would think so. 

l\fr. DASH. ""\Yell, what, actually, did you and Mr. Dean discuss? 
"\Vhat did he say to you, other than making gestures? 

i\Ir. KADIB.\CH . ·well, heindicated that the reason for this call and 
for my coming back to "\Vashington was that. it was necessary to talk 
to me about a very important assignment, namely that, he said-he 
used the editorial, "We,"-"'Ye would like to ham you raise funds 
for the legal defense of these defendants and for the support of their 
families." 

}fr. DASH. ,Vhen you say these defendants, now-
)Ir. KAL~IBACH. The ,v atergate---
;\-Ir. DAsH. These were the seven defendants, Mr. Hunt, Mr. Liddy, 

:Mr. :.\IcCord, l\fr. Barker, Mr. Sturgis, Mr. Gonzales---
:\fr. K.-UMBACH. That is correct. · 
Mr. DASH.Now, you knew that they were for all of these defendants 1 
Mr. KALMBACH. I just remember that he said the ·watergate defend-

ants at that time and I was not even certain at that point in time that 
I even knew their names. 

Mr. DASH. All right. Did you ask him any questions about that '? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, I did. I recall that in my conversation with 

him, I asked whether or not it would not be perhaps preferable to have 
a public COJllmittee formed to raise funds for these people and for 
these purposes. And also, I recall that I -wondered aloud about whether 
or not maybe they could mortgage homes or raise funds in that way 
until a public committee could be established. His answer to that -was 
that there was no time for this, that a public committee might be mis
interpreted, and he just waved it aside and pressed on ·with his request. 

l\fr. DASH. Did he tell you how much money might be inrnlved? 
:\fr. KAL~IBACH. My recollection is that he _ indicated $50,000 to 

$100,000 for this assignment. _ -
l\Ir. DASH. Did he stress, since he had indicated to you that a public 

effort might be misinterpreted, did he stress that this had to be com-
pletely secret? , 

Mr. KAL)IBACH. Yes, he made a very strong point that there was ab
solute secrecy required, confidentiality, indicating that if this became 
know~, it might jeopardize the campaign and would cause misinter
pretat10n as to the reasons for raising- these funds and for the help of 
these people. ~ 

Mr. DAsn. Now, since you were to raise these funds, how would you 
h.,10w how much was to be given to which defendants'? Was there a 
dis cussion about that 1 

~Ir. ICu,)rnACI-I. Yes, sir, there was. 
l\fr . DAsn. Could yon tell us about that! 

L 
l\Ir. ICn;:,,rnAcH. After he hafl made the requ est, I asked him if L 

when I raised the funds, should I give them to him for distribution, 
and he said, no, not to me. And he indfrated, I think, :\Ir. La Rue would 
be the person-- · 

Mr. D .,sII. I s that ~fr. Fred La Rue ·? 
Mr. K .,unncn . 1Ir. Fred LaRue would be th e person who would be 

gi ,·ing me rl.i.reetions in this nssip:nment ns to spe<'ific amounts and 
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8. On or about June 28, 1972 Magruder met with Herbert Porter, who 

was in charge of the CRP surrogate speakers program, and asked Porter 

to corroborate to the FBI a false story that CRP had paid Liddy $100,000 

to conduct lawful intelligence projects to prevent disruption of cam

paign speeches by radical groups. Porter agreed to repeat the false 

story to FBI agents. Porter has testified that he felt a deep sense 

of loyalty to the President and was appealed to on this basis. 
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somewhere between $100,000 and $125,000. approximately. That was 
my guesstimate. 

Mr. Porter indicated that. he had distributed about $20;000 or $~0,000 
to ~fr. Liddy, so I assumed that )Ir. Sloan probably distributed some
where under $100,000. 

Now, I will fully admit that I had hoped that the figure was as low 
as possible and we all hoped that it was low. Mr. Sloan would not tell 
me what the figure was. He refused to tell me the figure. He said, I 
cannot tell you the figure. 

I said, just tell me what it is so we can work on the solution of this 
problem. If we do not know how much you garn Mr. Liddy, how can 
we determine what the money went for? 

On the third meeting, he and I went out and had a couple of drinks 
and he still would not discuss the facts of this situation with me; I did 
not at that time or in any of those meetings ask him t-0 do anything 
relating to money other than tell me what the figure was and that I 
hoped it was a low figure. And I certainly did hope it was a low figure. 
But I had no problem accepting a higher figure, because I thought we 
could work something out relating to any figure within reasonable 
limits. 

I think the real problem was that he knew it was $199,000 and I was 
aghast at that figure, because there was no way Mr. Liddy should have 
received that much money in that short period of time. It was only 
2~ months since its approval. 

Mr. DASH. Now, :Mr. Magruder, you said you needed some of this 
information to work out a solution. Is it not trne that sometime after 
the tim~ you returned to ·w ashington from California and during the 
months of, say, June, July, or August, that there came a time when 
you agreed to make up a story about how the break-in and the bugging 
took place and who was involved? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes. I want to state here, thou~h, that there was 
never any feeling on my part, no one asked me to do anything. I per
sonally felt that it was important to be sure that this story did not 
come out in its true form at that time, as I think did the other partici
pan~_.a I want to make it clear that no one coerced me to do anything. 
I volunteered to work on the coverup story. 

Mr. DASH. But on your volunteering to work on it, who participated 
with you without coercing you in the working up of the fabricated 
story? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, there were, from the time of the break-in to my 
second grand jury appearance and then actually into my third grand 
jury appearance in September, a series of meetings. These meetings do 
not appear on my calendar because they were ad hoc meetings, they 
were not planned meetings. They were mainly held in Mr. Mitchell's 
office. The main participants typically were l\fr. :Mitchell, .Mr. La.Rue, 
l\fr. l\Iardian, and Mr. Dean, although many other people met in these 
meetings. Much of the meetings would be on subjects that were 
perfectly, I think, acceptable to discuss. 

You know, it is very hard for me to pinpoint exactly when and how 
we came up with the coverup story, but it became apparent, when we 
found out the sums were in the $200,000 range, thnt we had to come up 
with a very good story to justify why )Ir. Liddy would ham spent that 
amount of money on legal activities. 
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)fr. DASH. 'What was that story, Mr. :\fagru<ler, that you finally 
came up with '? 

Mr. :MAGRUDER. vVhat we did was we simply took factual acti\-ity 
that we had asked l\Ir. Liddy to do and we exaggerated to a gr eat 
extent the amount of money spent on those activities to the tune of the 
$2;30.000. 

I asked )fr. Porter to, would he be willing to ·work with us on this 
corerup story and, as he has testified, he indicated that he did. 

So he took care of, in effect, $100,000 and I took care of, in effecL 
S150,000 by indicating that )fr. Liddy had legal projects for us in the 
intelligence field , and we worked over this story with )fr. )Iitche11, 
)Ir. Dean, :\Ir. LaRue, and :\fr. )Iardian, although Ml". )farclian has 
participated to a much lesser exten t with me than the others did. )Iy 
primar~ .. contacts on the story were Mr. Dean and Mr. )[itch ell. 

Mr. DASH. All of these persons that yon ha rn named-yon finally did 
arrive at the story and they kne,v in fact what actually had occurred 9: 

l\Ir. )faoRUDER. Yes; they did. -
Mr. D.\sH. Could you teH us why the story required that the break-in 

involvement be cut off at Mr. Liddy and not at vou? -
)fr. MAGRUDER. '\Yell, there was some discussion about me and I 

volunteered at one point that maybe I was the guy who ought to take 
the heat, 'because it was going to get to me, and we h."11ew that. And 
I think it was, there were some tak ers on that, but basically, the 
decision was that because I was in a position where they knew that 
I ·had no authority to either authorize :funds or make policy in that 
committee, that 'if it got to me, it would go higher. \\'nereas Mr. Liddy, 
because of his past background, it was felt that that would be believ
able that :Mr. Liddy was truly the one who did originate it. And, of 
course, it was true, I think, that :Mr. Liddy did originate the plan, 
was basically the onP who did come up with these ideas in specific 
terms . 
" ,ve felt that was more believable than somebody like myself who 
did not have any background in this are a authorizing these kind s of 
sums of money and authorizing this type of prog-ram when it was 
knmvn full well throughout the committee and 'White House that I 
had no such authority. 

Mr. DASH. Now, did you tel1 this story that was developed to 
::\Ir. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien, who were representing the 
committee? 

Mr. YfaGRUDER. After July 4, Mr. Mardian bro'-1ght )Ir. Parkinson 
into my office and said to me that he would like me to tell the trne 
story. I said, "You mean the true story"-which-you kno\V, at that 
time, we were dealing in a number of stories, and he said, ';X o: . I ,,-ant 
the tru e story." 

I then for 2 hours, I think , told )fr. Parkinson the true storv . 
Mr. DASH. But later, you then told Mr. O'Brien and l\Ir. Parh-i.n

son the story t.hat had been dcn~loped and agrPed to by th e other 
parties you ment.ioned? 

)fr. )faGRGDER. Yes: that is correct . 
~fr. DASH. 1Vhen were you first called before the grand jury , )Ir. 

)fagrnder~ 
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Mr. PoRTER. All of it. 
Mr. DoRSEN. How have you now arrived at the figure you haYe 

just given us? 
l\fr. PoRTER. I have had ample opportunity to go back and recall 

as best I know how each of the transactions in which I went and got 
money from :Mr. Sloan and gave it to others, and to the best of my 
ability I have come up with those figures. 

Mr. DonsEN. And is it your best recollection and knowledge that 
you received from :\fr. Sloan a total of approximately $69,000? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Mr. Porter, when did you first become aware of the 

break-in at the Watergate? 
Mr. PORTER. Saturday, June 17, in Los 4Ilgeles, Calif. 
:\Ir. DonsEN. And briefly how did you become aware? 
l\Ir. PoRTER. Well, sir, that was a weekend which we were having 

a large party at a private residence in California for a lot of the 
celebrities who were going to be supporting the President during the 
campaign, and it was on that trip that apparently the word, the news 
broke.Saturday morning here and was relayed to some of the campaign 
officials with whom I was traveling at the time and I learned it from 
hem. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Following the break-in at the Watergate, did you 
have a conversation with Mr. Jeb Magruder concerning any state
ments you might mak~ to th_e Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; I did. - · 
Mr. DoRSEN. Where and when did this conversation occur? 
Mr. PORTER: I would say that approximately 10 or 11 days, I am 

not sure of the exact date, whether it was June 28 or the 29th, but in 
that time frame, Mr. Magruder asked me to come in to his office, 
which I did. He shut the door and he told me that he had just come 
from a meeting with Mr. Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, himself, and a fourth 
party whose name I cannot remember, where my name had been 
brought up as someone who could be, what was the term he used, 
counted on in a pinch or a team player or words to that effect. 

1fr. DoRSEN. You are now recounting what Mr. ::\lagruder told you. 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Please continue. 
Mr. PoRTER. He said that I believe at that time 1fr. Liddy had 

been fired from the campaign. He said it wa.s-"apparent" was the 
word he used-that Mr. Liddy and others had on their own, illegally 
participated in the break-in of the Democratic National Committee, 
and Mr. Magruder swore to me that neither he nor anybody higher 
than Mr. Liddy in the campaign ore;anization or at the White House 
had any ,involvement whatsoever m Watergate, at the Watergll.te 
break-in, and reinforced that by saying, "Doesn't that sound like 
something stupid that Gordon would do?" and you have to know 
Mr. Liddy, I agreed with that. [Laughter.] . 

He said, "I want to assure vou now that no one did." He said, 
however, "There is a problem ,,:ith some of the money. Now, Gordon 
was authorized money for some dirty tricks, nothing illegal, but 
nonetheless, things that could be very embarrassing to the President 
of the United States and to Mr . .i\1itchell and ~Ir. Haldeman and 
others. Now, your nn.me was brought up as someone who we can count 
on to help in this situation," and I asked what is it you are 1\sking 

(160) 



8.2 HERBERT PORTER TESTIMONY, JUNE 7, 12, 1973, 2 SSC 635-36, 645, 649, 678 

636 

me to do, and he said, "Would you corroborate a story that the 
money was authorized for something a little bit more legitimate 
sounding than dirty tricks, even though the dirty tricks were legal, it 
still would be very embarrassing. You are aware that the Democrats 
have filed a civil suit against this committee." I said, "Yes, I have 
read that in the paper." He said, "Do you know what immediate 
discovery is?" I said, ''I do not. They may get immediate discovery, 
which means they can come in at any moment and swoop in on our 
committee and take all of the files and subpena all of the records 
and you know what would happen if they did that." I conjured up 
in my mind that scene and became rather excitable and knew I didn't 
·want to see that. So I said, "Well, be specific," and he said, "Well, 
you were in charge of the surrogate campaign, you were very con
cerned about radical elements disrupting rallies, and so forth," and I 
said yes, and he said, "Suppose that we had authorized Liddy instead 
of the dirty tricks, we had authorized him to infiltrate some of these 
radical groups. How could such a program have cost $100,000?" And 
I thought very quickly of a conversation I had had with a young 
man in California in December, as a matter of fact, and I said, "Jeb, 
that is very easy. You could get 10 college-age students or-24- or 
25-year-old students, people, over a period of 10 months." Mr. 
Magruder had p.refaced his remark by saying from December on. And 
I said, "You can pay them $1,000 a month which they would take 
their expenses out of that, and that is $100,000. That is not very 
much for a $45 million campaign." And he said, "Now that is right; 
would you b~ willing, if I made that statement to the FBI, would you 
be willing to corroborate that when I came to you in December and 
asked you how much it would cost, that that is what you said?" 
That was the net effect, the net of his question. I thought for a moment 
and I said, "Yes, I probably would do that." I don't remember saying 
yes, but I am sure I gave Mr. Magruder the impression I would 
probably do that and that was the end of the conversation. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Now, Mr. Porter, did the conversation you agreed to 
tell the FBI actually take place? · 

Mr. PORTER. Sir? 
Mr. DoRsEN. Did the conversation which you agreed with Mr. 

Magruder that you would tell to the FBI actually take place in 
December of 1971? 

Mr. PORTER. No, sir; it did not take place in December.· 
Mr. DoRsEN. Later, did you tell the FBI what Mr. Magruder asked 

you to tell them? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. DoRsEN. And subsequent to that, did you appear before a· 

Federal grand jury? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
:Mr. DoRSEN. Were you asked about the surrogate candidate pro-

gram? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Wnat did you tell the Federal grand jury? 
Mr. PORTER. The same thing. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Were you a witness at the trial of the seven defendants 

who were indicted in the Watergate case? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
:Mr. DoRsEN. And did you give the same account? 
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him since his client was the one who in effect had asked me to do 
the.t it would be helpful if he--

Senator ERvrn. Now, did Mr. Sharp tell you that they could 
arrange for you to see the district attorney before );fr. :\fa.gruder? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. He stated specifically if we decide that Jeb 
should go down and see Silbert, we would certainly gfre you the 
courtesy of going first. Those were his exact words. 

Senator ERv1x. Then you met Mr. :Magrnder and found out from 
him that he had already been to see Silbert? 

~fr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Now, did you consult a lawyer friend of yours after 

you were asked by :Magruder to lie? 
)fr. PORTER. Yes, sir, I did. 
Senator ERVIN. You asked him what he would do under the cir-

cumstances, and he said he would probably lie for the President? 
)Ir. PORTER. Those words were not used, Mr. Chairman. 
Senat-0r ERVIN. What words were used? 
Mr. PORTER. I stated to-I went, right after Mr. Magruder had 

had this discussion with me in late June, I went to a friend of mine 
who happens to be a lawyer, but I did not go to him because he was 
a lawyer; to share an experience, I think, and I stated what Mr. 
Magruder had said to me. We talked about it. 

I think you have got to protect yourself back a little bit in a period 
of time. This was in the heat of the battle or the campaign. Here 
were two loyalist6 talking between the prospect of having the Demo
crats, our '.'enemy" come into our camp and bust our whole campaign 
wide open. I was not concerned about bad things, I was concerned 
about things like polling and State strategy and research and adver
tising and all these other things that could be made public. 

So I told him what Mr. Magruder had asked me to do. He made a 
comment to me. He said, after thinking about it, he said-by the way, 
I think another important thing, if I may digress just momentarily, 
l\Ir .. Chairm~. I think it is very important _that both of us, me 
particularly, smce I am the one involved, believed Mr. Magruder, 
had no reason to mistrust him at all, that neither he nor anybody 
else was involved in the Watergate. And he specifically said that it 
was important tQat the investi~ation be confined to the Watergate, 
and I did not think that I was bemg asked to do anything in connection 
~rith the Watergate break-in at all. 

My friend said to me-I think he was speaking rather rhetorically. 
He said, what difference does it make whether the money was author
ized for this purpose or this purpose if what they are apparently 
saying is that Llddy diverted funds and went off and did something 
illegal? If one thing is going to embarrass the President and the other 
one is not, he said, I would not do it for :\Iitchell and I would not do 
it for Haldeman, but I would do it for the boss. And that is the feeling 
I had at the time. · 

Senator ERVIN. Was that before you testified before the grand jury? · 
Mr. PoRTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIX. ·who was the lawyer who told you that? 
:\fr. PoRTER. 1[r. Chairman, I would respectfully prefer that I 

not ha.Ye to give his name at this ti111e. ::\Iy lawyer ln1ows who it is. 
He is not invoked in this in any way. Unless you insist on it, I would 
prefer not to. 
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Senator BAKER. And the fear of not being a team player wa.s strong 
enough to suppress your judgment on what action you should take if 
you considered an action improper, if not illegal? 

Mr. PoRTER. Well, I never considered any action up to that point 
illegal, No. 1. However, I was--

Senator BAKER. Do you think an organization, a political organiza
tion, should be so anonymous, so military and obedient, so careful for 
the concerns of peer approval that it, each and every member of that 
organization, at least up until a certain point and level in the organiza
tional chart, completely abdicates his conscience and judgment? 

Mr . . PoRTER. No, sir; I certainly do not. 
Senator BAKER. What caused you to abd:::ate your own conscience 

and disapproval, if you did disapprove, of the practices or dirty tricks 
operation? 

Mr. PORTER. Well, Senator Baker, my loyalty to this man, Richard 
Nixon, goes back longer than any person that you will see sitting at this 
table throughout any of these hearings. I first met the President--

Senator BAKER. I really very much doubt that, Mr. Porter. I have 
known Richard Nixon probably longer than you have been alive, and 
I really expect that the greatest disservice that a man could do to a 
President of the United States would be to abdicate his conscience. 

Mr. PoRTER. I understand, Senator. 
I first met Mr. Nixon when I was 8 years old in 1948, when he.ran 

for Congress in my home district. I wore Nixon buttons when I was 
8 and when I was 10 and when I was 12 and when I was 16. :My 
family worked for him; my father worked for him in campaigns, my 
mother worked for him in campaigns. I felt as if I had known this mall 
all my life-not personally, perhaps, but in spirit. I felt a deep sense 
of loyalty to him. I was appealed to on this basis . 
. Senator BAKER. Mr. Porter, I am sorry to interrupt you at this 
point. We have a warning bell on a roll call. I know I will return. ·When 
we do, I know you will continue this. 

[Recess.] 
Senator BAKER [presiding]. I might say that the chairman will be 

here shortly. I understand from the chairman's representative that 
it was his wish that we reopen the hearings and continue. 

Mr. Porter, I reiterate what I said earlier, I am in no way trying 
to be antagonistic to you, I have no animosity toward you, I am 
trying to probe for a state of mind and the institutional arrangements, 
the structuring, the situation that produced what would appear to 
me to be an abdication of one's personal judgment of ,.,·hat is right or 
wrong about a particular set of activities. That inquiry was frankly 
kicked off in my mind b:y the designation of "dirty tricks" ,,ithin the 
campaign organization itself, by a situation that led you by your 
testimony, apparentlv, to commit perjury. · 

With that as the end result, I hope you can understand why I am 
tljing to probe for the set of circumstances that led a young man to 
do those things. 

I think I have spent most of my questions. I think that I am at 
best in an area of questionable definition, but if you ha,.·e anything . 
further you can gi,·e me that would shed light on why you agreed to 
swear falsely, why you closed your mind, apparently, to undesirable 
conduct, if not improper conduct, in a political campaign, the com
mittee would be grateful for it. 
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Mr. DoRSEN. Now, Mr. Porter, you have stated today that at no 
time did you request immunity from the U.S. attorney's office and, in 
fuct, I know you have not requested immunity from this committee; 
1s that correct? 

Mr. PORTER. That is correct. 
Mr. DonsEN. And I assume also that you have no desire to be 

indicted for perjury; is that correct? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. DonsEN. Could you please tell the committee why then, at this 

time did you, or I assume your counsel, seek immunity? 
fr. PoRTER. I guess, Mr. Dorsen, that would really have to go, to 
wer that question fully I would have to go b.ack to Senator Baker's 
her searching questions on Thursday. No matter how much a person 

prepares he thinks he is prepared to answer a question like that and 
it turns out when he is faced with it he fumbles a bit and I have done 
a lot oi reflecting on those questions and why I did what I did and why 
I am here doing what I am doing now. That many of the reasons that 
the, the normal reasons that you read a.bout in the newspaper and you 
hear about that people do things like that were not present in my case. 
I did not do it for money, I did not take a bribe, I did not do it for 
power, I did not do it for position, I did not do it to hide anything I 
had done because I did not think I had done anything. And yet, on 
the other hand, there were three or four factors that probably weighed 
and I cannot put any percentage on them of which weighed more and 
which toppled me over onto the other side: M:y vanity was appealed 
to when I was.told. my name had come up m high counsels, and I was 
an honest man and I made a good appearance and that sort of thing. 
My loyalty was appealed to, to the President. It was the heat of the 
campaign, a campaign as I am sure everyone of you Senators know was 
an ·abnormal situation, you react, you act and react, you spend most 
of your time reacting, and I was, I think all of those things coupled 

Lij
"th what I have found out to be a weakness in my character quite 

kly, to succumb to that pressure, all added up to my tipping over 
hat side. 
aving discovered that weakness, and having determined that the 

context in which what I did has b'.een put, the first thing I told my 
attorney, I said I want to go down and I want to tell the truth and I 
do not want to, you know, hide behind a darned thing and I have not 
tried to make any deals with anybody and, as I say, I have not come 
to this committee to do so. Senator Baker used the word atonement 
the other day, perhaps · that is what I am doing, I do not know. I will 
let others judge that but that is the way I feel and that is what I am 
doing. · 

Mr. DoRSEN. I have no further questions at this time. 
Senat-0r GURNEY. Mr. Chairman, could I have one question I 

would like to put to the witness? 
Sena.tor ERVIN. Yes. 
Senator GURNEY. From time to time these people that you em

ployed in the prank or sabotage department made reports to you, did 
they not? 

Mr. PORTER. On a couple of occasions, I believe they wrote letters 
and explained wha.t it was they lrnd done; yes, sir. 

Senator GURNEY. I am not int erested in the substance of the 
reports. Did they make reports to you by phone conversations? 
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specific individuals. And as I can best recall this conversation, I was a 
little perplexed on this because I did not know these people at all. 
Anclitis--

1\fr. DASH. Did you know Fred LaRue? 
:Mr. ICu .. :HK\CH. _"\Ye_11, I, 0£ cou~-se, knew Fred ~.,aRue. bnt c. usually. 

But as to how to d1stnbute these funds-then agam, my best recollec
ion is that he indicated at that point that perhaps l\fr. lJlasewicz 

might be the one to act as the distributor for the funds. 
Mr. DASH. Is this Tony Ulasewicz? 
nfr. KALl\IBACH. Yes, sir, it is. 
Mr. DASH. Is that the Tony 1J1asewicz who has testified before thi~ 

committee before? 
Mr. KAurnAcH. It is. 
Mr. DAsH. Did you know Tony Ulasewicz? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, I did. 
M:r. DASH. Had you worked with him in the past? 
l\fr. KAL;.\IBACH. I had met with him two or three times total from 

mid-1969 tmtil approximately October 1, 1971, and I had three conver
sations, two or three conversations, during that period. 

Mr. DASH. Did you have confidence that Mr. Ulasewicz was the kind 
of person who could be useful in this kind of assignment? 

Mr. KALMBACH. ·well, I kn(;'w that he had been acting and under
taking assignments for the Wnite House for that period and I certainly 
knew that he had the confidence of whoever it was that he was working 
with, and when he mentioned Mr. 1Jlasewicz as someone to do this, I 
said that I would, I certainly would have confidence in him. 

Mr. DASH. Diel you know whether or not-did you know what kind 
of assignments he had undertaken for the ,Vhite House before? 

Mr. IC-\UIBAcn. No, sir; I did not, Mr. Dash. 
· Mr. DAsH. But you knew that he would be somebody that you could 
have confidence in? 

Mr. KALMBACH. "\Vell, I knew that he was a retired New York City 
police officer who was competent and I was certain that he was some
one that could be trusted and I would be---

Mr. DASH. 'Who other than Mr. Dean were you thinking of when you 
say they would have confidence? Did you mean Mr. Haldeman? 

Mr. KAL1\IBACH. "\Vell, whoever he was talking for. He was using the 
editorial "we" all the time. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vell, if he was talking for anybody over in the "White 
House, who did he work with most often, to your knowledge? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Mr. Dean? 
]\fr. DAsH. Yes. 
Mr. K.\LMBACH. "\Vell, he worked with practically everyone in the 

White House. But, of course, principally--
Mr. DASH. vVho above him? 
Mr. KALMBACH. He reported to )Ir. Ehrlichman. And he also 

worked closely with :\Ir. Haldeman. He did not mention their names 
in this conversation. 

l\1r. DASH. Have you ever been given any other assignment of this 
nature in the past? 

Mr. KALMBACH. No, sir. . 
Mr. DASH. After meeting with Mr. Dean, what did you do? Did you 

indicate, first, that you would accept this assignment :from Mr. Dean? 
Mr. KALMBACH. I did. 

(166) 



9.1 HERBERT KALMBACH TESTIMONY, JULY 161 1973 1 5 SSC 2099-2102 

2100 

Mr. DAsn. Ancl you did accept it under the basis that if Mr. Dean 
was asking you as the President's rounsel, that he had authority to 
ask you for that? 

Mr. KALl\IBACH. Absolutely. I had known )[r. Dean since mid-1970, 
and I had complete trust in the man an<l knowing that he was counsel 
to the President. 

Mr. DASH. All right, then, you accepted this assignment. ·what did 
you do right after that meeting with 11r. Dean? · · 

Mr. K."i.Ll\IBACH. I walked back to the Statler-Hilton and I think 
within a matter of minutes after I vrns back at the hotel I called :Mr. 
Stans. 

Mr. DASH. What did you sav to )fr. Stans? · 
Mr. K.\L)IBACH. I told him that I had been given a special assign

ment requiring as much cash as perhaps he would have available, 
and I think I mentioned $50,000 to $100,000, and asked him if it would 
be possible that he could help me in this assignment. 

l\Ir. DAsH.1Vbat did he say? 
Mr. fuL:lrnACH. He said that he would see what he could do. He 

said that he would have, as I remember it, he said he would have to 
go to a safe deposit box but that he would meet me at the Statler
Hilton in my room early in the afternoon. 

Mr. DASH. Did he meet you early in the afternoon? 
Mr. fuL)IBACH. Yes, sir, he did. 
Mr. DASH. Did he have anything with him? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, he did. He had-he gave me $'75,100. · 
Mr. DASH. How were they packao-ed 1 
Mr. ICALi\IBACH. It was in $100 bifls, as 1 remember it. . _ 
Mr. DASH. Did he indicate to you the source of that money, l\Ir. 

Kalmbach~ - · 
Mr. ICAL:MBACH. He did. As to $4,5,000 he said that it was the bal

ance of the $50,000 that he had earlier given me. He said that he 
was giving it to me now but he did not indicate, as I remember it 
at all, the source of the balance of those funds. 

Mr. D • .\.SH. Did you tell Mr. Stans at any time when you asked for 
tJtis money, when you received it , what that money was going to 
Be used for~ 

Mr. KAUIBACH. No, I did not. . · . 
Mr. DASH. Did Mr. Stans question you as to why you needed the 

money~ . 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. Again, Mr. Dash, when I talked to Mr. Stans, we 

had lrnown each other a number of years, I told him it was for a 
very important assignment, that I had been advised that it was in 
complete confidence, that I could not tell him the nature of the as
signment, · that he would have to trust me, and he said "Of course, I 
do trust you, Herb", and with that he gave me the funds. 

Mr. DASH. All right. · · 
Now, what did you do with the money that Stans gave you? 
Mr. K.\LMBACH. I held the funds until the following day when I 

gave them to l\Ir. Ulasewicz. 
Mr. DASH. How did vou make contact with l\Ir. Ulasewicz? 
l\lr. KAL:\fB.\CH. ,vhen I hnd met with l\Ir. Dean I recall that, it 

seems to me that I asked him to get in touch with Mr. Caulfield who 
he knew ·well, and who lme,y Mr. Ulnsewicz' number in New. York, 
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and to ask Mr. Ctrnlfield to call me and give me that number, and 
then I would call :\Ir. Ulasewicz, an<l that is, that is what I recall that 
I <lid. I received a call. and then called Mr. l.Tlasewicz late in the after
noon on the-let us see, it was the 29th and asking him to come down to 
'\Vashington the next day, on the 30th . 

.Mr. D.\SH. Did you say anything on the telephone as to why he 
should come down '? 

Mr. KAWIBACH. :No, I just said I wanted to see him for a special 
assignment. . 

Mr. D.isH. Then you had a meeting with him? 
Mr. KAL'.\IBACH. Yes. I did. 
Mr. DAsH. Where did you meet "·ith him '? 
Mr. KAL::\IBACH. I met with him at my room in the Statler-Hilton 

Hotel. 
l\f r. DASH. Did you tell l\Jr. l.Jlasewicz or ask him to undertake 

this assignment? 
)fr. KAL:\IBACH. Yes. sir, I did. I told him exactlv what Mr. Dean 

had told me, namely that this, the purpose of this assignment was to 
provide funds for these defendants, for their legal help and also to 
provide support for their families, and I stressed again the state
ment that Mr. Dean had given to me that it must be in absolute secrecy 
and confident.iality, and he thoroughly understood and took the funds 
and left and went back to New York. 

Mr. DASH. So he agreed to follow out this assignment that you had 
requested? 

Mr. KAL?.IBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Prior to Mr. Ulasewicz' coming down did you again meet 

with Mr. Dean? · 
Mr. KAL::\InACH. Yes. I met with him Friday morning at which 

time-
Mr. DASH. Friday morning'? 
Mr. KAL:lmACH. At which time I told him that I had contacted Mr. 

Ulasewicz , that l\fr. Ulasewicz would be in 'Washington that after
noon and that I had rnised $75,100. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vhere was that meeting-? 
Mr. IC\L)Il3ACH. In my room at the Statler. 
Mr. DASH. Could it ·have been, l\Ir. Kalmbach, that you first had 

coffee in the coffee shop with l\fr.-this was the Statler-Hilton '? 
Mr. KAL::\IBACH. Yes, sir, it ,vas. 
Mr. DASH. Yes, could yon first have met in the coffee shop and then 

in your room? 
Mr. KAL::\rBACH. "\Vell, it could have been but my recollection is that 

we met in my room. 
Mr. DASH. Now, yon testified that you met-when yon met with Mr. 

Ulasewicz yon stressed the secrecy that Mr. Dean had stressed with 
you. Did you arrive at any method with ;\Ir. 'Glasewicz as to how you 
would carry out this assignment , nnd er a coYert operation 1 · 

Mr. KAL:lCBACH. 1\.,.ell, the only method was that we won1d-it. was 
again str essed, absolute secrecy. In my conversations w·ith )fr. 
rlasewicz when 'I stressed that) in our talks bet.ween onrselns , it was 
ng-reed that we should use telepho1w booth s, talk between telephone 
booths anct of course, as it later het'ame procedure that in his con
versations with various of these people to whom he ,ms-that he was 
contacting, he would use an alias. 
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Mr. D,\SH. Mr. Ulasewicz would use an alias? 
.Mr. KALl\IBACH. Yes, he would. . 
:i\fr. DASH. Do you know what lfr. Ulasewicz' alias was during this 

transaction? 
Mr. KAL)rnAcn. ~ o, I think there were several. 
Mr. DASH. Does the name Rivers make-
Mr. KALl\IBACH. That was one of those, yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did he suggest that name? 
Mr. KAL:\IBACH. ·well, I do not know whether he did or whether 

I did, but in our com·ersation-but then back, I would then report to 
either Mr. Dean or Mr. LaRue, who would give us the directions or 
give me the directions, I would then give Mr. lJlasewi.cz the direc
tions, he would then make the contact with the people. 

Mr . DAsH. Under your direction your conversation would be with 
Mr. Ulasewicz on the telephone? 

)fr. KAL)IBACH. Yes, sir. 
)Ir. DasH. And they would be from telephone booth to telephone 

booth. 
:Mr. fuL:O.IBACH. Yes, usually. 
Mr. DASH, Could you just give me a scenario how you would contact 

Mr. Ulasewicz, or how he would contact you, what one would say to · 
the other, and how you would do it? 

Mr. KAL:\IBACH. ·wen, if there is a typical, and I don't know if there 
is, but it would, I would receive a call either from l\fr. Dean or Mr. 
LaRue with instructions to get x amount of funds over to one of the 
defendants or-one of the attorneys. I would then call Mr. tJlasewicz, 
and so inform hin{ · · · 

Mr. DASH. You would call him and reach him at his home numbed 
Mr. KALMBACH. I would reach him in New York at his home 

number. 
Mr. DASH. ·what would you tell him to do? 
Mr. KALMBACH. I would call him from a pay phone. He would then

he told me the number of another pay phone an.d 15 minutes later I 
would call him and he would be at the pay phone. 

l\fr. DASH. ,vhen you called him did you use a telephone credit card 1 
Mr. KAL)IBACH. No, always it was in cash and it was using a good 

number of quarters. 
Mr. DASH. Putting a lot of quarters in the telephone as you went 

along? 
l\f r. KAL)IBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And when you referred to particular people who re

ceived, who would receive that, take :for instance Mr. Hunt. did you 
have a particular code name for )Ir. Hunt? · 

Mr. K,\L:IIBACH. I think we did. I think we called :\fr. Hunt, just 
alled him ".The 1Y1.·iter," he had been an author, we called him "The 
Vriter." I think we called :Mrs. Hunt ';The 1Vriter's Wife." 

I don't know that we had any other names for anyone. else. 
:\Ir. DAsn. Did you have any particular code name for the money 

that was being distributed? · 
Mr. ICu,l\CB.\CIC. Xo. If there is a code n:ime the name de,·eloped in

when I .was at the Statler and :\Cr. Ulasewicz came dmn1 to rcceiw the 
$7;"UOO th:1t I had recein•d from Mr. Stans. he came into the room 
and he didn't haw a briefcase with hin~. so he just went to the shelf 
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r.fr. EDMISTE~. Y cs. When was that? 
1fr. STANS. The same day of June 2:~, )..fr. Sloan had balanced out 

his cash account, something which I had uske<l him to do as early as 
April 10 but which he couldn't do because he W!b "·aiting for the 
return of the proceeds of the nirious checks \\·e \\·ere discussing. He 
showed a balance of $81,000 of cash on hand und expressed some 
concern about it because he was going on Yacation and under the 
tense situation that was building up he didn't want to hold the cash 
in his custody. We discussed it and concluded that the funds were of a 
nature which did not classify them as funds of the current committees, 
that they were more properly funds· of earlier committees, that they 
were not part of what we had to account for in an audit by the General 
Accounting Office, and that we should get legal advice. 

At that time it was understood withm the committee that Robert 
Mardian had been brought to Washington to work on legal matters 
that were current at the time, and I ,vent to him for advice. His advice, 
after he learned the description of the money, ,vas to get the money 
~mt of the office and out of the campaign and he sugg.~sted that I give 
1t to Fred LaRue. Fred LaRue was the right-hand man of John 
Mitchell, assistant to Mitchell as campaign director. On that adYice 
I gave the money, my half of the money to LaRue and Sloan later 
gave his half of the money to LaRue. I neglected to say that when 
Sloan expressed concern about having that much money in his custody, 
I agreed to divide it with him so that there would only be about 
$40,000 in each parcel, and I took one and put it in my desk and he 
took one parcel an,' took. it home. I gave mine to LaRue rather 
promptly, at the first opportunity. Sloan went on vacation to Bermuda 
for about 10 days, and gave his money to LaRue upon his return. 

Now, there is some uncertainty as to whether that money passed 
through Mardian's hands in each case. I can't recall ,vhether I gave 
the $40,000 that I had directly to LaRue or gave it to ?viardian to 
give to LaRue. Sloan did give his $40,000 to Mardian and :\Iardian 
gave it to LaRue. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Do you know ·what happened to that money in 
the end? 

M". STANS. I do not know specifically what happened to that 
money. Subsequently I received some funds for several purposes from 
Fred LaRue. Whether it was part of the same money or other money, 
I have no way of knowing, and only he could tell. · 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Now, Mr. Stans, in late June or early July did you 
receive a call from .I\1r. Herbert Kalmbach requesting money from 
you? 

I Mr. STANS. On the 29th of June I received an urgent call from ~Ir. 
Kalmbach. He said he was in Washington at the Statler-Hilton Hotel, 
that it was extremely vital that he see me right away, and he wanted 
me to come over there, and I did. I dropped everything and went over 
there to see him. He said, "I am here on a special mission on a \\11ite 
House project and I need all the cash I can get." 

I said, "I don't have any cash to gi rn to you. Will you take a check?" 
He said, "No, I can't take a check, it must be in cash, and this has 

nothing to do with the campaign. But I am asking for it on high 
authority." 

Mr. EDMISTEN. What high authority did he say? 
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Mr. STA.NS. He di<l not say. "I am asking for it on high authority 
and you ,\·ill hnxc to trust me that I have cleared it properly." 

As I said, J had no cash belonging to the committee at that time 
becau;;c \\"C ha<l closed it all out but I di<l ban two pnrcels of money 
that were availnble, and I gnxe those to :\Jr. Kalmbach. They added 
up to $75,000 of funds outside the committee. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Now, Mr. Stans, did you not ask him why he 
wanted this money? 

Mr. STANS .. Yes, I did. 
Mr. EDMISTEN. What did he say? 
Mr. STANS. He said, "This is for a \\'bite House project and that I 

have been asked to take care of and I cannot tell you. You "·ill have 
to trust me." 

Mr. ED:.nsTEN. Would 11r. Kalmbach have been your superior in 
this oro-anization, campai~ organization? · 

Mr.13TANS. No, Mr. Iulmbach was a man I knew very well. He 
had been my principal deputy in the 1968 fundraising campaign for 
Richard Nixon. He subsequently had close affiliation \\ith a number 
of people in the White House that I was aware of. 

He was personal counsel to the President. He was a man that I 

L knew was a ma.n of highest integrity, trustworthiness and honesty, 
and I had no question to doubt, no reason to doubt, anything he told 
me and I didn't . 

. Mr. EDMISTEN. Who in the ,vhole organization would you consider 
your superiors, and would you just go up the line from you? 

Mr. STANS. Well, I do not know that I had any superiors. It was 
a unique situation. The finance committee was separate from the 
campaign committee. The campaign committee exercised a dominance 
over the finance committee by their spending policies, forcing us to 
raise enough money to pay everything they committed. But I had 
no superior. I would have taken instructions from the President if 
he gave me any but he did not, and I would have been influenced by 
requests from certain people in the White House from time to time 
but I do not believe I had a superior in that sense. ' 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Well, now, I just have one more question here. I 
want you to think carefuJly, ~fr. Stans: Did ).·ou have a meeting on 
June 24, after the break-In, with Mr. John Mitchell to find out from 
him what had happened? 

Mr. STANS. I am not sure of the exact date. I had meetings from 
time to time with Mr. Mitchell. I probably had one on June 24. -. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Did you ask him what happened at that meeting, 
if you recall it? 

l\fr. STANS. I do not recall that I asked him that question. Certainly 
I wus curious about it, and it would not surprise me if I had. I have no 
recollect.ion of specifically talking about that subject. That was a 
week after the break-in. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Yes. Do you recall at any time Mr. ).fitchell 
telling you that there were others involved besides those who were 
npprehended? 

Mr. STANS. No, I do not. 
:Mr. EDMISTEN. At a meeting of thn,t nature about that time? 
1fr. STANS. No, I do not. ~ · .... -
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· Mr. SUTTER. I do. Mr. Chairman, I am sure much to the relief of the 
c~nnmittee l\lr. {!lasewicz does not have a prepared statement he de
sires to_ read. He 1s here merely for the purposes of answering quest ions 
from the committee and I should like the record to indicate that he 
appears pursuant to a su?pena issued by the committee cla.ted .April 30, 
1973, and served upon him on or about May 8, 1973. Thank you, sir. 

:Mr. LExzNER. Thank you, Mr. Sutter. 
Mr. Ulasewicz, you testified here about your relationships with )Ir. 

Caulfield in making contact with Mr. McCord. I just want to ao back 
and ask you, were you contacted originally by :Mr. Caulfield in Feb
ruary of 1969 with reference to doing some investigative work1 

Mr. ULASEw1cz. Yes, I was. 
. ~lr. LENZNE~. I unders~nd tlrn committee- is not going to inquire 
mto that area, many detail at all today but I do want to ask just two 
other background questions: First, were you also interviewed by Mr. 
John Ehrlichman in May of 1969 at the VIP lounge at LaGuardia 
Airport? 

)fr. ULA.SEw1cz. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. And in June of 1969 did you meet Mr. Herbert Kalm-

bach here in the District of Columbia 1 

IJ
fr. ULASEWICZ. That is correct. · 
fr. LENZNER. Now, on or about June 28, 1972, did you receive a call 
m that same Mr. Kalmbach 1 . 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. Yes, I believe it was on the 29th of June. ·· · 
Mr. LENZNER. And could you tell us what he said to you and what 

you said to him t.:. · 
Mr. Uusiw1cz.1\Jr. Kalmbach asked me to come down to Washing

ton the next afternoon, that he wanted to speak to me regarding an 
assiQ'1Ullent. 

~fr. LENZNER. And did you agree to do that 1 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Yes, I did. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you see him the next day 1 
Mr. Ur.ASEW1CZ. I did. 
Mr. LENZ:NER. Where was that, sid 
Mr. ULAsEw1cz. It was in the Statler-Hilton Hotel in his room. 
Mr. LENZNER. Can you tell us what he said to you at that time and 

what you said to him 1 . . 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Mr. Kalmbach advised me that he had a very im

portant assi1mment and he went at least three times over the state
ment, saying that it was a situation t~at de_velo_ped that. he was. asked 
to do something and · ne~ded my help m domg- 1t._He said that 1t was 
legal, that it was to provide funds for pei:5ons 1~ d!llic~~ty for _Payment 
of their counsels, and for payment to assist their fam1hes. durm.ir some 
troublesome period. He repeated the statement sever:al times. He ,,:as 
very ill at ease, very nervous and we got to the pomt where ,, I said, 
""\Yell, ~fr. Kalmbach just what is this now" and he says, .. I have 
guessed it , it 's the ,v atergate situation." _ 
', Mr. Li:::-;z;-.;1m. Mr. Ulasewicz. let me just interrupt-would you pnt 
the microphone more directly in fr:ont of ;on please: tha'.'k yon. _ 

Mr. rr.Mn:wtcz. And he smd, "It ·s the ,, atergare s1~uat1~n. I gu':55 
vou ha ..-e gnt'SSed that." and I said "Y PS, sir ." and ~1e siwl ··\\ ell. agam. 
let mP assure von I would not in anv way or fash10~ ask :~nyone t? do 
anything thai I would not engage 111y own :3ervi<'e~ m. It 1s _an :1ss1~
ment for me nnd I am asking- yon to do tlus. It will necessitate C'Onfi-
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dential methods possibly." He could not go into at that time as to what 
it might completely take in. 
· At a certain point in the conversation, he mentioned that there may 
be a necessity of communicating by telephone with me from time to 
time, and what might be the best procedures. I said if you mean as 
far as best procedures of eavesdropping or any of that type that the 
telephone booth method is the only one, and I started to explain how
ever, "1Vherever you want me to call you, you should give me the num
ber in advance, you should check it out, know where I am callin~ and 
then I know it in return." And I went right over his head actually be
cause it didn't quite work out that way but we went into the phone 
booth deal and -we agreed to it. After that--

Mr. LENZNER. Would you explain what the phone booth deal was, Mr. 
masewicz? 

)Ir. ULASEWICz. Well, if we wanted to be absolut.ely certain of receiv
ing a call at a cleared phone. booth or so he should have, the way it 
would be he would go into an area where he wanted me t-0 call from a 
phone booth, establish that it was actually a phone booth but we did 
make an arrangement later where we did furnish with numbers. · 

Mr. LENZNER. A phone booth? 
Mr. ULASEWicz. A phone booth. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you also talk about names that you a.nd h~ could 

contact each other 1 
Mr. U:c..ASEWICZ. Yes. Mr. Kalmbach agreed to use-suggested when

ever he -might call me in relation to this matter-he would use the 
name Novak an<l that would be just strictly for myself. In the course 
of that, he said that if another name would probahlv be 1iecessary it 
would be Rivel'S;. • 

:r~fr. LENZ)<ER. Who was supposed tousetha.t,name! · 
Mr. ULAsEwxcz. He anticipated that I might use that name ·in con

tact with distributing this money to the people that it would be nec
essary. At -a point in the conversation he said that he had the money 
with .him, and it was $75,100 which he gave me. It was in $100 bills. 

Mr. LENZNER. ·what did you put it in~ · · 
Mr. ULAsEwxcz. I went to the closet of the room and took a laundry 

bag and put the money in a.laundry bag. 
· Mr. LENZNER. Now going back to the code names, do I understand it 

correctly, l\fr . illasewicz, when he called you he would call your home 
and say, "This 1s Mr. Novak calling." 

Mr. U LASEWICZ. Correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. And would he leave a number for you to callback i 
Mr. U LASEWICZ. It developed to that, yes. 
Mr. LENZNER. What would you do after that 1 
Mr. UusEWicz. What happened when he called l\fr. Novak, where 

he would say it is Novak after our initial call, which I supplied him 
with telephone, public telephone numbers, I would go to the telephone 
booth, and we had-and he would give me a time usu.ally about a half 

L
hour, allowing me time to get to the phone booth and then he would 
call me at the booth. 

Mr. LENZNER. Did you go back to New York with the $75,100? 
Mr. ULASEwxcz. Yes,Idid. . 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you thereafter receive money again from l\fr. 

Kalmbach? . . 
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10. On or about June 29, 1972 LaRue met Kalmbach in Kalmbach's hotel 

room. Kalmbach advised LaRue of the nature of his assignment to provide 

financial support for the Watergate defendants. They discussed the 

method whereby the defendants could be contacted, how the amount of 

money needed could be determined, the man who would make the contacts 

(Ulasewicz, alias Mr. Rivers) and a code name to be used for contacts 

between Kalmbach and LaRue (i.e., Mr. Bradford). They determined that 

the contacts with the defendants should be made through the defendants' 

attorneys. 
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Mr. LARUE. X o; not to my recollection, no, sir. . 
Mr. DASH. Did he not tell yon that he was actmg on the approval 

'Of the White House or 1Ir. 1Iitrhe11? 
)Ir. LARUE. )Ir. Dash, I don't recall a discussion of that nature, 

no, sir. . . . ~ 
Mr. DASH. Now. ·when ·was the subJec:t of fundraismg for th~"\"\, ater-

gate defendants first brought up in your presence or ment10ned to 
you? 

)fr. L\RUE. l\Ir. Dash, I am sorry, but I don~t ham any specific 
recollection or dates re<rardin<r the initial discussions on fundraising. 

o ,-. • l d Mr. DASH. I am not trying to pin you down to any partieu ar ate. 
"\Vas it around this time? "\Yas it around the time that you had the 
meetino- with l\Ir. Liddy? 

}Ir. LARGE. Yes; I ·would say that it was in this time period. To 
the best of my recollection, at the Liddy m.eeting. he indicated that 
certain commitments had been made to him and subsequently passed 
by him to the other people inYolved. that certain commitments had 
been made regarding the maintenance or expenses for the maintenance 
of their families, legal expenses. 

)Ir. DASH. Did he tell you who had made these commitments~ 
)fr. LARn:. X o sir. he did not. 
Mr. D.\SH. But tliat he expected that there would be payments 

made for the boys in jail, is that right? 
)fr. LARL~. Yes, sir. 
)fr. DASH. Now, what was your role to be in this respect at this 

time? 
Mr. LARUE. My role in what, I am sorry? 
)fr. DASH. "\Yhat was your role in providing funds or the payment 

for the defendants? 
)fr. LARL~. At this time? 
Mr. DASH. At this time. 
Mr. LARtrn. I didn't have any role, )fr. Dash. 

· Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you had a role with l!r. 
Kalmbach? 

I: 
Mr. LARGE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. "\Vill you tell us about that. When did you first leam 

that Mr. Kalmbach was going to be involved and what role you were 
going to have with regard to his activities? 

Mr. LARUE. )Iy best recollection of that, )fr. Dash, was that I re
ceived a phone call from Mr. Kalmbach to meet him at the Statler-
Hilton Hotel, that elate ·was the latter part of June, ,June 28, ,June 29. 

}fr. DASH. And you did meet ,vith him? 
)fr. LARL~. Yes, ·sir. 
)fr. DASH. Could yon tell us what happened at that meeting? 
Mr. LARUE. I met with Mr. Kalmbach. the nature of that discus~ 

sion, as I recall, )fr. Kalmbach stated that he had undertaken an as
signment to raise money to meet the commitments that-had been made 
to the "\Vatergate defendants. Our discussion centered on a method or 
a way that contact. conld be made with the defendants and in which 
the amount of money could be discussed or be determined. 

Mr. Kalmbach i11dicated that he had a person who was very dis· 
creet, very reliable that could be used for this purpose. "\Ve dis· 
cussed--/ 

(176) 



10.1 FRED LaRUE TESTIMONY, JULY 181 19731 6 SSC 2289-90 

2290 

)fr. D.\SH. Did he mention his name? 
)Ir. L,\RUE. ~ o: he cli<l not. mention his name but .. as I re.call, dar

ing this meeting cletermined that \\'C wonlcl llSe a . code lllUHC'. )[r. 
Rivers, for this person. 

)Ir. DAsn. I think you have since learned that )[r. Tony rlasewicz 
was )fr. Rivers? 

)fr. LARUE. That is my understanding. yes, sir. ,Ye also discussed 
how we would or how )Ir, Ri rnrs eo11ld establish contact. with the 
defendants, and it was dee1cled that probably the best way would be 
for him to try to contact some of the attorneys who ,,·ere working for 
the defendants at this time. 

)Ir. DASH. Diel you arrange any kind of a relationship that you and 
)fr. Kalmbach ,votild have if vou -wanted to call each other about 
this? · 

)Ir. LA Rm:. Yes. sir. 
)fr. DASH. Any kind of a code arrangement-~ 
Mr. LA.Rm:. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. '\Yill you tell us about that? 
Mr. L,Ra. )Ir. Kalmbach indicated that this was, this would be 

necessary, that this would be a nry secret operation, and that we 
should conduct our business by pay telephones; and that \'\"e would use 
the code name Bradford. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vere vou Mr. Bradford? 
Mr. LARUE. That really wasn't, I think, determined, at least not to 

my knowledge and consequently we both ended up with the code name 
Bradford. -

Mr. Ds\SH. In ot!1er words, when you called l\Ir. Kalmbach you asked 
for :Mr. Bradford and if he asked for vou. he would call for )Ir. Brad
ford and you both would know wha(vot{ were talking about? 

Mr. LARuE. That is correct. 
:Mr .. DAsH. Did you learn of what problems l\fr. Rivers \'\"US having 

with the lawyers~ . 
l\Ir. LARUE. Yes: that subsequent, a subsequent telephone con versa· 

tian I had with Mr. Bradford-Kalmbach--
Mr. DASH. How often did you Teallv use that name so as to fall into 

the habit of ca11ing 1Ir. Kalmbach, Bradford? 
l\fr. LARUE. He indicated that l\fr. Rivers was having considerable 

L difficulty establishing a contact through the lawyers, and as I recall 
at that time we had a discussion of this J)roblem and decided that 
Mr. Rivers had tried to effect a contact with )frs. Hunt. 

Mr. DASH. Now, after your first meeting with )fr. Kalmbach and 
the arrangements were made, did you again meet with Mr. Kalmbach 
in )Ir. Dean's office sometime in the middle of J ulv 1972? 

l\fr. LARUE. Yes, sir. · 
Mr. DAsH. ).fr. Dean was present at that time? 
l\Ir. L.\RCTE. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us \Yhat was said at that meeting, what 

the nnrpose of the meeting was'? 
)fr. LARcr.. :My recollection of that nweting-, )[r. Dash, is )fr. K.ihn

bnch had secured from 'Mr. Rfrers a-some ;;pecific amount of money 
that would he necessary or wonld h0 rN1uired to meet the commitments, 
there were specific amounts for attornry fres at this time :m<l, as I re· 
call specific amounts of money that would be required for nrn.internmce 
of their families. 
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}fr. KAL)[ns\CIL Yes. sir. it '\TaS. 

}Ir. D,\SH. Diel you fincl a lot of interest -when you were there at 
the committee concerning that incident? 

Mr. KAL)IBACH. ,Yell , again, ~Ir. Dash, it was a topi c of discus
sion, and I know that I did talk about it, but it ,,as nothing more 
than that. 

Mr. DASH. )Jl right after that meeting, yoLt returned to California? 
}Ir. K,\L)IB_\c H. Yes, sir, I did. 

!°)Ir. D.\SH. Xow, did you receive a telephone call from :.\lr. John 
ean on Jmie 28? 
}Ir. K\L:\IB.\CH. Yes, I did. 
)fr. DASH. And what did he tell you on the telephone·~ 
~Ir. KAL3IBACH. As I remember the tel ephone conversation, }fr. 

Dean called me. 1t was in the early afternoon, midafternoon, on the 
28th. He told me that it ,,as a matter of extreme importan('e that I 
return to or come back to ,Yashington, pre.f~rably by the first avail
able flight, to undertake a very important assignment. 

Mr. D--\.SR. And what did you do in response to that call? 
:Mr. KAL)IBACH. I took a 10 or 10 :15 or 10 :30 flight that night. 
)fr. DASH. Arriving in 1Vnshington when '? 

. l\Ir. IL\L)IBACH. Arriving in 1Vashington at 6, 6 :15, 6 :30, the follow
mg mormng. 

Mr. DASH. Now, what did you clonext,)[r. Kalmbach 1 
Mr. K .\L::\IB.-\CH. I then took a cab into town and checked into the 

Statler-Hilton Hotel. 
l\Ir. DASH. Did you then meet )[r. Dean, either at that time or a 

later time that clay '? 
l\Ir. IC-1.L)IBc\CH. Yes. after I checked in and changed, I think prob

ably I had some breakfast, I called )Ir. Dean around, as I can best re
call. around 9 in the morning in his office in the Execnth-e Office 
Building. 

Mr. DASH. And what transpired? 1Vhat was the call about? What 
did Dean say, what did you sai, arnl what followed? 

l\Ir. ILu,::-.rnAcn. It seems that in recalling that conversation, I told 
him that I am here in 1Vashington at the Statler, and I can come over 
to ~-our office right now if that is what you wish. 

He replied, "N" o. yon are at the Statler, I am here at the Ex ecutive 
Office Building. ,vh:v don't we both start walking and meet in front 
of th e Hav-Adams Hotel?" 

I said, ''all right." This had newr happened before, but it was a nice 
day and I said, "all right, I will do that; I will meet you in front of the 
Hav-Adams." and then left the hotel. · 

i ,Yas the1'.e about. 9 :30. I would guess. and I think I saw him coming 
up through the park nml I suggested that we ham coffee at the Hay
.Adams. H e sai d, " Xo, let's just '"alk in the pr,rk.'~ which we did. 

W'e walked for a time . and I recall that he put his foot up on the 
lwnch and made some wide gestures. indi cating to me that. I should 
do likewi se. whi ch I am not rPrt.,in that I understood \Yh:1t he meant. 
In· that. bnt I recall that ,·en· <·h•:nh·. 

· Mr. D.\s1r. He made widP !!.\'Stui·ps aml ask1:d you to clo like"·ise? 
-:\fr. KAL)lil.\CIL '\ViclP gestures. well. in<lic:tt.ing that perhaps we 

\\"Pre heing obst•n· ecl. I don't. 11ndPrstarnl. hut T .lo n•memb,'r that. he 
dicl. in fact. clo that. awl s nggl'St to met hat I1lo likl'\Yise. 
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)fr. DASH. You would certainly be a greater target of observation 
if you were making wide gcstmes, would you not? 

l\fr. KADIBACH. I would think so. 
Mr. DASH. ·well, what, actually, did you and )Ir. Dean discuss? 

"\Yhat did he say to you, other than making gestures·? 
Mr. KAL)£B.\CH. ·well, he indicated that the reason :for this call and 

for my coming back to ·washington was that it was necessary to talk 
to me about a very important assignment, namely that, he said-he 
used the editorial, ""\Ve,"-""\Ve would like to have you raise funds 
for the legal defense of these defendants and for the support of their 
families." 

)Ir. D.\SH. 'When you say these defendants, now-
)fr. K.\L)IBACH. The ·watergate---
::.\fr. D.\SH. These were the seven defendants, Mr. Hunt, )fr. Liddy, 

)Ir. )fcCord, )Ir. Barker, :Mr. Sturgis, Mr. Gonzales.--
Mr. KAL:\CBACH. That is correct. · 
)Ir. DASH.Now, you knew that they were for all of these defendants~ 
Mr. KAL::IIBACH. I just remember that he said the Watergate defend-

ants at that time and I was not even certain at that point in time that 
I even knew their names. 

Mr. DASH. All right. Did you ask him any questions about that? 
. Mr. K ,\UIBACH. Yes, I did. I recall that in my conversation with 

1nm, I asked whether or not it would not be perhaps preferable to have 
a public committee formed to raise funds for these people- and for 
these purposes. And also, I recall that I wondered aloud about whether 
or not maybe -they cou]d mortgage homes or raise funds in that way 
until a public committee could be established. His answer to that was 
that there was no time for this, that a public committee might be mis
interpreted, and he just waved it aside and pressed on with his request. 

:Mr. DASH. Diel he tell you how much money might be involved? 
lfr. KALMBACH. My recollection is that he indicated $50,000 to 

$100,000 for this assignment. · 
l\Ir. DASH. Did he stress, since he had indicated to you that a public 

effort might be misinterpreted, did he stress that this had to be com
pletely secret~ 

Mr. KAL:lIBACH. Yes, he made a very strong point that there wits ab
solute secrecy required, confidentiality, indicating that if this became 
known, it might jeopardize the campaign and ,rnuld cause misinter
pretation as to the reasons for raising these funds and for the help of 
these people. • 

l\Ir. DAsu. Now, since you were to raise these funds, how would you 
know how much was to be given to which defendants? 1Vas there a 
discussion about that? 

l\fr. KAL)IRACH. Yes, sir, there was. 
l\:fr. DASH. Could yon tell us about that? 
Mr. IC\l,)IBACH. After he had made the request. I asked him if I. 

when I raised the funds, should I give them to him for distribution. 
and he said, no, not to me. And he indicated, I think, )Ir. La Rue would 
he the. person--

Mr. D.\SH. Is that )Ir. Fred La Rue? 
Mr. ICH.:lmACH. )fr. Fred LaR11e would be the pt'rson who would be 

gi,-ing me directions in this assi::.,rnment as to speeifie amonnts .• rnd 
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specific individuals. And as I can best recall this connrsation, I was a 
little perplexed on this because I did not know these people at all. 
And it is--

l\Ir. DASH. Did you know Freel LaRue '? 

LJ 
)fr. K.\DlR\CH. "\Veil, I, of course, knew Fred LaRue b11t casually. 

hit as to how to distribute these fm1ds--then again, my best rccollec
ion. is that he indicated at that point that perhaps )Ir. Clasewicz 
night he the one to act as the distributor for the funds. 

l\Ir. D.\SH. Is this Tony Ulasewicz? 
l\Ir. K.\L)IBACH. Yes, sir, it is. 
)fr. DAsH. Is that the Tonv Flasev,icz who has testified before this 

committee before? " 
l\Ir. KAL)IBACH. It is. 
l\Ir. DASH. Diel you know Tony 1;Iase,vicz ~ 
Mr. K.\DIBACH. Yes, I did. 
l\fr. DASH. Ha cl you worked with him in the past? 
Mr. K.\L)IBACH. I had met with him two or three times total from 

micl-1969 until approximately October 1, 1~1, and I had three conver
sations. two or three conversations. during that period. 

Mr. DASH. Did you ham confidence that )Ir. Ulasewicz was the kind 
of person who could be useful in this kind of assignment? 

l\Ir. K..\L)IBACH. ,vell, I knew that he had been acting and under
taking assignments for the 1Thite House for that period and I certainly 
knew that he had the confidence of whoe,·er it wns that he "·as working 
with, and when he mentioned )Ir. lnasewicz as someone to do this, I 
said that I would, I certainly would have confidence in him. · 

l\Ir. DASH. Did you know whether or not-did you know what kind 
of assiirnments he had undertaken for the 1Vhite Honse before? 

l\Ir. KAUIBACH. X o. sir'; I did not, l\Ir. Dash. 
Mr. DASH. But you h."1lew that he would be somebody that you coulcl 

have confidence in? 
l\Ir. K\L)IBACH. \\.,.ell, I knew that he was a retired Kew York City 

police officer who was competent and I was certain that he was some-
6ne that could be trusted and I would be---

1\~~· DASH. 1V~o other t~~n Mr. D~~n were you El~in~-0~ .of wh~n you 
:ic", · u,I:" ~ would mr,e eonnaence? Dm vou mean ~Hr. rta 1aeman ! 

)Ir. iC-\LMBACH. ,ven, whoever he was talking for. He was using the 
editodal "we" all the time. '· 

Mr. DASH. ,vell, if he was talking for anybody over in the 1Vhite 
House, who did he work with most often. to your knowledge? 

l\Ir. KAL)IBACH. :Mr. Dean? 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. KADIBACII. ,v en, he worked with practically everyone in the 

·white House. But, of course, principally--
Mr. DASH. W110 above him? 
Mr. KALMBACH. He reported to l\Ir. Ehrlichman. And he also 

worked closely with l\Ir. Haldeman. He did not mention their names 
in this conversation. 

Mr. DASH. Have you ever been gi,·en any other assignment of this 
nature in the past? 

l\fr. KAL)IBACH. No, sir. 
Mr. DARH. After meeting with Mr. Dean, what did you do? Did you 

indicate, first, that you would accept this assignment from l\Ir. Dran 1 
l\Ir. KAL)rnACII. I did. 
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11. In early July 1972 the President met with John Ehrlichman. 

Ehrlichman has testified that they discussed executive clemency with 

respect to those who might be indicted in connection with the break-in 

at the DNC headquarters, and that the President told him that he wanted 

no one in the White House to get into the area of executive clemency 

with anyone involved in the Watergate case and that no assurances of 

executive clemency should be made to anyone. At the time of this dis

cussion with Ehrlichman, the President was aware that Howard Hunt had 

"surfaced" in connection with the Watergate break-in and was a former 

member of the Special Investigations Unit in the White House (the 

"Plumbers"). The President was concerned that the FBI investigation 

of the break-in not expose the activities of that unit. 
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11.1 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY, SEP'rEMBER 13, 1973, 
WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 88-92, 127-28 

No. 
88 

It is an affirmative statement, as you recognize. 

Unquestionably my recollection of that was better 

. :! then than it is now because I just haven't had any occasion t6 
-t !\ 

" ii 
: 1 go back over that. 

;i q 
'i 
i1 

I; ! I 
,I 
I! 

ii 
• ii ,, 

ii 
, Ii 
"11 

911 
ii 

10 I! 
Ii 

11 II 
12'1 

BY HR. NEAL: 
I 

Q So the answer is that there may be some there in th~ 
i , 

recol.1- , President's papers, but at the present th:ie you .. have no 
i . 
I 
I BY MR. BEN-VENISTE: l 

can you furnish the other two that you have mention! 

ection of what the conversation would be and with whom? 

A No .. 

Q 

131/ 
1~ 11 A 

ed to this Grand Jury within the next day or so?· I 

-11 be happy 

I Yes. I wish you would ask my attorney and I woul.d I 
I 

to provide those. ' 

When was the first time you had ever heard or dis- I ::,1r-Q 
1 

ij I cussed 
11 I 1 

J! 

with anvone the subject of clemency with respect to 

JI any of 
IS !! 

ii 

the persons who were indicted or who might have been 

l'i II 
ii 

;'!) 11 

11 
" :!I II 

indicted in connection with the Watergate break-in? 

A As I recall, that would have been a convershtion 
\ 

that I had with the President around the week of the Fourth 

· li July of 1972. 
•)'JI\ 
-- 1; 

!! 
q 

~'.) I 

. ,, -~ 

Q That 3 s the very first time? 

A That I can recall, yes • 

Q Who was present? 

DV / 
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11. l JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY, SEPTEMBER 13, 19 '13, 
WATERGATE GRAND JURY1 88- 921 12?-28 

No one else. UV 
Q Ylhat ·was the sub :;tance of that conv2rsation? 

89 

A Hell, it was a very long, ra1:0ling conversation abrn.it 

I 
a lot of things, and in the course of that we talked about the 

i 
Watergate defendants, and I raised the point with the President 

i 
i 

that presidential pardons or something of that kind inevitabli 

would be a question that he would have to con _fro:it by reason 

of the obvious political aspect of this. 

t 

i 
We discussed it briefly at that point. He expresseq. 

i 
! 

the firm view that for what he considered to be very sound 

reasons, he would never be in A position to gra..>1t a pardon or 
":...,,. 

any form of cle~ency in this case. I 
And then on the bas i s of that, he and I agreed, andj 

I can't say who sai<:1 it, that this ought not to be a subject 

that was ever brought to his doori that it just should be 

something that was excluded from his consideration. 

! 
i 
I 

I 

I 
! 

And I take it at this point, on the basis of alL your 

I 
Q 

previous testimony, that there was :no suggestion that this 
i 
! 

break-in had been authorized by anyone connected with t..'1e l-Jhite 

I 
I 

House or the Comrnittee to Re-elect the President, or a..,yona 

representing the Presideat? 

! 
j 

A That's right, but it was obviously an effort -- on 
I 

: 
the four corners of it -- a n effort adverse to our opposition; 

' ' I 
our political o ppos ition, and if th e President were ever invit-

ed to take any action on cl emen cy, all kinds of suspicions and 

-, 
I; 

VdJ 
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all kinds of i mµutations to them would then arise. 

90 

Q We ll, this was q uite premature for consideration of . 

clemency, which normally takes place after trial and conviction 

of the defendants, and s ome service of sentence. 

i·Ihy did you believe at that time, if I u.'1.derstand 

your testimony, that it would inevitable or it waslikely 

this subject would come up for discussion? 

thatj 
i 
I 
I 

A well, I didn't think it was inevitable, but I thoug~t 
! 

it was certainly a hazard in this thing for the President,. and. 
! 
i 
i 

i 
this was a matter of foresight as far as I was concerned. 

Trying to anticipate future problems that might com~ 
I 

up is one of the things that I was there for. I 
Q In July of 1972 you said to the President that this I 

I 
I 
I 

was a hazard which might come up, and that it was something 

I 
I 

I said it was l 
l 

that you ought to discuss then? 

A I didn't say we ought to discuss it. 

! just something that came in the flow of the conversation and i 

we did discuss it. I 
i 

Q What else were you discussing at that time that thiJ 

I 
I 

came in the flow of? 

! 
It was about 1 

i 
A I'm hard pressed to tell you offhand. 

a three or four hours conversation, and we were just all over [ 

the lot. 
! 
• i 

I can remeraber one thing we dip;::ussed was the devel....;. 

0pme~t of the water,front on the southern coast of California. 

DV 
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D_\/ 
91 

Q Hell, let's Inov2 from waterfr o nt:.; to ~·Jat.:!rgates. I : 

tak e it that this ca:rte in the flow of so me other conversation 

about the Watergate m.::itter. 

A I'm sure it did, but I can't tell you what it was. 

! 
It was in the setting of the Watergate episode then being quite 

! 

removed from the President and his candidacy and the re-elec-! 

' tion effort by reason of the identity of these defendants 1 

i 

being so removed from any hierarchy or from . the White House. 

I think I raised this in the sens~ that there were j 

only a couple of ways that it could ever .be imputed to the I 
President or could any way be a liability to himp and obviousiy 

I 
this . was one of those ways~ 

Q 

I . I 
That if prior to the election he grants an executiv~. 

clemency to someone who hadn't been tried yet? I ! . 
A No, not prior. I wasn't thinking of prior. I was I 

! 
I 

were looking at it in the long haul and not in any near term 1 

thinking of sometime off in the fu~ure. In other words, we 

i....."1!:lediacy basis at all. 
! 
I 

Q And you both wanted to make sure that no one repre-; 
I 

senting the White House would have any discussion lh1s.ing the J 
I 

. . 1 1 . . h j 
President to a~y question of c emency or eniency wit respect 

to these arrested defendants? 

A That's the way we generally ended up with an under-

:.:.i ij standing to that effect. It wasn't this great huge thing at 

that ti.me at all. It was just the fir s t tin e I can ever 
~) . 
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remember a discussion on that subject. 

92 

Q And you say that there Has no suggestion from any 

other person at any time before that that this might be an 

area that you ought to discuss either prophylactically or 

fi !! 
1 

othe~4ise? 

ti 11 l._A Not that I can recall, no. 

, 11 Q 
, ,1 

When was the next timeyou heard anyone discuss the 

S Ii matter of clemency? ' ! 
911 

1011 

n I 
12 I 
]3 

• i 
A The next time that I remember it being a question I 

or a problem was in January of _ this year at this meeting with I 
Mr. Dean and Mr. Colson on the subject of Mr. Hunt. 

Q Between July and January you have no recollection o 

anyone at all even mentioning the subject of leniencyr cle.r:ien I 

cy, the length of sentence that any of the defendants might I 
get, how they might react to a long sentence, and so forth? I 

I 
I 

A I remember conversations about -- well, speculation [ 

about sentence. 

I 
Q With whom did you have that conversation? i 

! 
A Just speculation. I don't know. It may have been i 

I 
i 
i 

one of the things that Dean was reporting from time to time. 

He was, of course, talking to the Justice Department, and he 

' was trying to anticipate what was going to happen in the case;( 

I 
and he was bringing advance tidbits, so to speak, as they would 

come along, and I think this business of sentencing was one ofi 
I 

those things that he brought over. 

DV 
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That's right. 

127 

lo Now 

;; : I --apparently 
i 

you have testifiGd in the last two days that 

contrary to your Senate testi.raony -- that Nr. 

Dean did not tell you on June 19th, 1972, that he had had 

f, a conversation with Liddy, and that Liddy had said that it 

ti was Liddy's operation, and Dean further related that it was 

l 

' 

I 
[ 

t 
I 
i 
I 

i 
l 

7 just a matter of time before the Justice Department picked 
. i 

hl.Ir). 

" up. 

fl You've testified that you are u,.;.clear about that, 

I 
l 

i 
i 

10 a.,d you thin..lt that it might not have been until the Fourth ofl 

11 July when you heard that from Dean. Is that fair to say? i 
12 

]3 

17 

19 

:·o 

21 

9 .... 
-'..I 

A No. I think what's fair to say is that I'm not 

sure and I'm not. I don't intend to testify contrary to any 

prior testimony, but I do have to give you the best sense of 

my recollection that I have, and the sense of it is that it 

was later than that date. 

Q But your best recollection is that it was between 

June 19th and the Fourth of July? 

A Someplace in that area. 

I 
I 
I 

I Q Now when was the first timei that you were aware 

that the President was aware that Liddy had an involvement 

this business? 

• I 
in : 

I 
.. .t 
I 
! 
! 

A I don't know. I 

! 

Q Was the President aware of that on the Fourth of 

July? 

T)V 
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A I haven't any idea. 

128 

Q Was he aware of it before the 10th of July, based 

on your long and very complete discussions with him on the 

6th, 7th, and 8th of July? 

A I don't know. 

Q Was he aware of it at the time you had a discussion 

about the possibility of executive clemency coming up for 

some of these people? 

A I don.' t know. I don't recall discussing Liddy with 

the President, or his indicating his awareness of Liddy to 

me on any specific occasion. 

Q But you have testified that you were aware of it, 

say by July 6th, or that week of July 4th when you-- after 

July 4th when you had these conversations with the President, 

you were undoubtedly aware from Dean that Liddy had ad.~itted 

to Dean that it was Liddy's operation, is that correct? 

A I would assume so •. 

Q And are you testifying that you were aware of that 

I 

I 
I 

and you had conversations with the President about the possi-1 

bilities of Executive clemency for these people, and you just i 
! 

I 
finance committee had admitted to Dean that it was his opera-

omitted to tell the President the general counsel for the 

tion? 

LA No, I'm not testifying to that. 

BY HR. BEN-VENISTE: 

DV 
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Ffrst of all , did you have-your logs show that you had meetings 
wit h ,John Dean on J·anuary 3, 1973, Januar y 4, and Januar y 5. 

1Vould you te.11 t,he committee what th e subject of those meetings 
was, beginning with the 3d? 

Mr. E1rn.LICHMAN. On January 3, I met twice with Mr. Dean, once 
alone at noon and once at 7 p.m. with Mr. Colson. The meeting with 
Mr. Colson relat-Pd to a letter which Mr. Dean had told me about at 
our earl ier brief meeting, and this was a letter which ·I believe .i\fr. 
Colson had received from Mr. Hunt. I believe I am correct about that. 
It was a very melancholy and a very passionate kind of letter. I think 
the lett.er is •in the record, as a matter of fact. And it talks about his 
being abandoned h,v his friend and so on. It was on the heels of Mr. 
Hunt 'having lost his wife. . 

Mr . Colson was genuinely concerned and shaken by this. He had had 
long friendships with the Hunts, both Mr. and Mrs., and he had pro
posed to Mr. Dean that he get together with Hunt or with Hunt's 
attorney, at least, to register his continuing friendship and his com
passion for Hunt's loss of his wife and so on, and so that Hunt would 
not feel that he had been abandoned by his friend. This is the thing 
that we discussed with Mr. Colson that evening at 7 o'clock. 

I took it as almost a given in the meeting that there would be some 
contact between Mr. Hunt or his attorney and Mr. Colson. And it was 
simply a question of what the proper conduct would be under the cir
cumstances, it being, obviously, delicate to have a White House con
tact of one of the defendants right at this p::i.rticular point in time. So 
it was discussed and it was discussed in terms not of a personal meeting 
between them, which is what Mr. Hunt, apparently, wanted in the 
letter, but l\fr. Colson talking with William Bittman, who was then 
Hunt's attorney, and conveying this message of support, personal sup
port through that a venue. 

Mr. Dean raised the cautionary warning that if anybody from the 
White House sat down with Mr. Bittman rn a situation like this, that 
there was an inevitable opportunity for misunderstandini as to the 
purpose of the meeting, as to assurances that might or might not be 
<Ti ven, and so forth. n Clemency was obviously at the forefront of everybody's mind in 
his_ meeting as one of the things .which was a potential danger, and I 
dv1sed both people at the meetmg, Mr. Dean and Mr. Colson, of a 

previous conversation that I had had with the Presi~ent on that sub
ject, and indicated to them that--

Senator GURNEY. That was back in July, ,vas it? 

L 
Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. Yes, sir. I indicated to them the substance of that 

conversation, which was that the President wanted no one in the ·white 
House to get into this whole area of clemency with anybody involved 
in this case, and surely not make any assuran ces to anyone. 

l\fr. Colson said that he was sure that he could avoid that pitfall 
and have the conversation. He was advised by Mr. Dean to either take 
notes or make such mental notes of the conversation that he could re
construct the conversation ifthe question ever came np again. And that 
is what Mr. Colson did. '\Ve had a subsequent meeting where--

Senator GURNEY. Before we go to the subsequent meeting, could you 
be a little more explicit in your testimony as to how the discussion 
arose about Executive clemency? vY:ho brought it up, and "~ho said 
what oli this subject at the January 3 meeting? 
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l\fr. DASH. Now, I think, your diary shows you did meet ·with l\fr. 
Colson and l\Ir. Dean on January 3, and then you met with the Presi
dent and l\fr. Haldeman on ,January 4 and again with Mr. Dean and 
Mr. Colson on January 5. This is approximately the time that M:r. 
Dean had testifaid that the request or the issue came up concernirw }Ir. 
Hunt's desire for Executive clemency. Mr. Colson and Mr. Dea~, ac
cording to Mr. Dean's testimony, spoke to you about it and that you 
said, according to his testimony, that you would check with the Presi
dent and came out and said that no commitment should be made, but 
that some assurance should be given to him. Do you recall that, not 
the testimony, but do you recall him doing that? 

l\Ir. ErIBLICHl\IAN. Doing what,Mr. Dash? 
Mr. D~\SH. Being- asked by l\fr. Colson and l\Ir. Dean to raise the 

question of Executive clemency for Hunt with the President? 
l\Ir. Ei-IRLICHMAN; All right, stop right there. They did not do that. 

Now, go ahead. · 
l\fr. DASH. All right. 
Yon are checking with the President whether or not it would be pos

sible to give Mr. Hunt Executive clemency. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That wou]d be on the 4th of January in the com

pany of Dr. Kissinger and Mr. Haldeman; is that right? 
l\Ir. DASH. Sometime around that. 
l\Ir. EHRLICHMAN. That meeting at 3 :02 on the 4th. Is that the meet

ing you are suggesting? 
l\fr. DASH. You met with the President a couple of times during that 

period of time but on the 4th you did meet with the President? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\CAN. I did not, as a matter of fact. I rriet with the 

President one time on the 4th at 3 :02 in the company of Mr. Halde
man and . Dr. Kissinger. I~ that the time_ you are suggesting that I 
asked the President i:f we could give :Mr. Hunt Executive clemency? 

l\fr. DASH. Did you meet with the President on January 5? 
Mr. EuRLICHl\IAN. Not according to my record. Oh, excuse me, Dr. 

Kissinger and I had a 10-minute meeting with the President at 4 :55 
on that day. 

Mr. D,.isu. Did you at any time meet with the President and dis
uss Executive clemency? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. When? · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. In July of 1972. 
Mr. DASH. Now, why in ,Tuly of 1972 would you be discussing Exec

utive clemency with the President? 
Mr. EHRI,ICHl\[AN. Because it occurred to me as an organizational 

proposition that sooner or later somebody was going to raise this issue 
and I thought it would be a very good idea to talk it through with the 
President 'before it came up in any specific context, and find out exact-
ly where we stood. · 

Mr. DASH. By that time the indictment had not come down? 
J\fr. EHRLICHl\fAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. It was shortly after the break-in. 1Vhy would it even 

come to your mind that any of the defendants would have raised t.he 
question of Executive clemency? 

J\fr. EHRLICIBrAN. Because vou had a defendant who was an em
ployee of the Committee To Re-Elect the President and it seemed to 
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me just a very natural thing that inf erences would be raised at some 
tim e in the future. \Ve had a long-walk on the beach on that parti cular 
day and we talked abont a lot of subj ects and this ,vas one of the sub
jects ,w talked abmtt. 

J\fr. DASH. Had you had any discussion with Mr. Colson or l\Ir. 
Hunt at that time about it? · · 

l\fr. EHRLICHl\IAN. At that time? 
l\fr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. EHRLICH:ilIAN. Not that I can recall. 
l\fr. DASH. It would seem unlikely that you would and it just is 

somewhat surprising that so early after the break-in you would e\'en · 
be talking about Executive clemency with the President. 

l\fr . Ennu crDrAN. \Vho did it surprise, l\Ir. Dash? 
· Mr. DASH. I said it does seem surprising. 

Mr. EnRLICI-DIAN. To you? · . 
Mr. DASH. To me, that you in July, shortly after the break-in; before 

ny indictments, that you would be d.iscussing Executive clemency, but 
hat is your testimony, that you did. . 

Mr. EuRLICHMAN. All right, that.is what happened. 
Mr. DASH. And you never did after having any discussions with Mr. 

Dean later on in ,January? 
Mr. EHRLICH:MAN. I am sorry, I did not hear the question. 
Mr. DASH. And you never again discussed that with the President 

after talking with Mr. Dean about Executive clemency~ 
Mr. EHRLICH:ilLAN. Never again? No, I think there were discussions 

in March and April of this year about the allegations that Mr. Dean 
~m~~ . 

Mr. DasH. I am referring back earlier to the January period be
cause, to put the point in time accurately , just before Mr. Hunt pleaded 
guilty is when Mr. Dean--

1\fr. EHRLICH::\rAx. Mr. Dean's original story was, of course, that I 
jumped up from the meeting and ran downstairs and popped into the 
Oval Office which. of course, was nonsense. So then, he contrived this 
other story and neither one of them are true, 1Ir. Dash. 

l\Ir. DASH. On February 10, 1973, you, l\fr. Haldeman, Mr. Dean, and 
Di ck l\Ioore did meet in La Costa, did you not~ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. CouJcl you tell us what the purpose of that meeting was~ 
Mr. E1-rnuc1-nrAN. Yes, that meeting was caUed because the Presi-

dent had asked who was handling the preparation of the "White House 
case for the Senate Select Committee hearings, and what planning 
was being done, and what was the "\Yhifo House position going to be 
on matters like executive privilege, and there were no answers to 
those questions. We had just come from the inaugural, everybody 
had been very busily occupied up to that point, and frankly, there 
was not anybody handling that, and so one of us, and I forget who, 
calJecl John Dean and asked him to come out, and sit down and talk 
through this whole subject of White House response, so to speak, 
to the upcoming hearings of the Senate Select Committee. 

1\fr . n,su. ·well, did the discussion include just-not only the '"White 
House resnonse in general on executirn privileg e issues, but did it also 
include what steps you might take in terms of affecting the resolution 
authorizing this committee? v\11at steps you might take in obtaining 
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The time has come to turn Watergate over to the courts, where the 
questions of guilt or innocence belong. The time has come for the rest of us 
to get on with the urgent business of our Nation. 

Last November, the American people were given the clearest choice 
of this century. Your votes were a mandate, which I accepted, to complete 
the initiatives we began in my first term and to fulfill the promises I made 
for my second term. 

This Administration was elected to control inflation-to reduce the 
power and size of Government-to cut the cost of Government so that you 
can cut the cost of living-to preserve and defend those fundamental 
values that have made America great-to keep the Nation's military 
strength ~econd to none-to achieve peace with honor in Southeast Asia, 
and to bring home our prisoners of war-to build a new prosperity, with
out inflation and without war-to create a structure of peace in the world 
that would endure long after we are gone. 

These are great goals, they are worthy of a great people, and I would 
not be true to your trust if I let myself be turned aside from achieving those 
goals. 

If you share my belief in these goals-if you want the mandate you 
gave this Administration to be carried out-then I ask for your help to 
ensure that those who would exploit Watergate in or-der to keep us from 
doing what we were elected to do will not succeed. 

I ask tonight-for your understanding, so that as a Nation we can learn 
the lessons of Watergate and gain from that experience. 

I ask for your help in reaffirming our dedication to the principles of 
decency, honor, and respect for the institutions t:hat have sustained our 
progress through these past two centuries. 

And I ask for your support in getting on once again with meeting 
your problems, improving your life, building your future. 

With your help, with God's help, we will achieve those great goals 
for America. 

Thank you and good evening. 

NOT£: The President spoke at 9 p.m. in his Oval Office at the White House. His 
address was broadcast live on radio and television. 
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O'he Watergate Investigation 

Ltatement by the President. August 15, 1973 

On May 1 7 the Senate Select Committee began its 
hearings on Watergate. Five days later, on May 22, I 
issued a detailed statement discussing my relationship 
to the matter. I stated categori cally that I had no prior 
knowledge of the 'Watergate operation and that I neither 
knew of nor took part in any subsequent efforts to cover 
it up. I also stated that I would not invoke executive 
privilege as to testimony by present and former mem
bers of my White House Staff with respect to possible 
criminal acts then under investigation. 

the evidence is not only extensive but very much in con
flict. It would be neither fair nor appropriate for me 
to assess the evidence or comment on specific witnesses 
or their credibility. That is the function of the Senate 
Committee and the courts. What I intend to do here is 
to cover the principal issues relating to my own conduct 
which ha\·e been raised since my statement of May 22, 
and thereby to place the testimony on those issues in per
spective . 

Thirty-five witnesses have testified so far. The record 
is more than 7,500 pages and some 2 million words long. 
The allegations are many, the facts are complicated, and 

I said on May 22 that I had no prior knowledge of 
the Watergate operation. In all the testimony, there is 
not the slightest evidence to the contrary. Not a single. 
witn ess has testified that I had any knowledge of the 
planning for the ,vatergate break-in. 

It is also true, as I said on .May 22, that I took no part 
in, and was not aware of, any subsequent efforts to 
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write a complete report on all that he knew of the entire 
Watergate matter. On March 28, I had l\i[r. Ehrlichman 
call the Attorney General to find out if he had additional 
infonnation about Watergate generally or White House 
involvement. The Attorney General was told that I 
wanted to hear directly from him, and not through any 
staff people, if he had any information on White House 
involvement or if information of that kind should come 
to him. The Attorney General indicated to Mr. Ehrlich
man that he had no such information. When I learned 
on March 30 that Mr. Dean had been unable to com
plete his report, I instructed Mr. Ehrlichman to con
duct an independent inquiry and bring all the facts to 
me. On April 14, Mr. Ehrlichman gave me his findings, 
and I directed that he report them to the Attorney Gen
eral immediately. On April 15, Attorney General Klein
dienst and Assistant Attorney General Petersen told me 
of new information that had been received by the 
prosecutors. 

By that time the fragmentary information I had been 
given on March 21 had been supplemented in important 
ways, particularly by Mr. Ehrlichman's report to me on 
April 14, by the information Mr. Kleindienst and Mr. 
Petersen gave me on April 15, and by independent in
quiries I had been making on my own. At that point, I 
realized that I would not be able personally to find out 
all of the facts and make them public, and I concluded 
that the matter was best handled by the Justice Depart
ment and the grand jury. On April 17, I announced that 
new inquiries were underway, as a result of what I had 
learned on March 21 and in my own investigation since 
that time.··r instructed all Government employees to co
operate with the judicial process as it moved ahead on 
this matter and expressed my personal view that no im
munity should be given to any individual who had held 
a position of major importance in this Administration. 

My consistent position from the beginning has been 
to get out the facts about \Vatergate, not to cover them 
up. 

r: On May 22 I said that at no time did I authorize any 
ffer of executi\'e clemency for the ,vatergate dcfend
nts, nor did I know of any such offer. I reaffirm that 

statement. Indeed, I made my view clear to Mr. Ehr-
lichman in July 1972, that under no circumstances could 

U
xecutive clemency be considered for those who partici
ated in the Watergate break-in. I maintained that 
osition throughout. 

On May 22 I said that "it was not until the time of 
my own investigation that I learned of the break-in at 
the office of l\.fr. Ellsherg's psychiatri st, and I specifically 
authorized the furnishing of this information to Judge 
Rn-ne." After a very careful re,·iew, I ha,-e determined 
that this statement of mine is not precisely accurate. It 
w::i., on March 17 that I first learned of the break-in at 
the office of Dr. Fielding, and that was+ daYs before the 
beginning of my own in\'cstigation on l\farch 21. I was 

told then that nothing by way of evidence had been ob
tained in the break-in. On April 18 I learned that the 
Justice Department had interrogated or was going to 
interrogate :\Ir. Hunt about this break-in. I was gravely 
concerned that other activities of the Special Investiga
tions Unit might be disclosed, because I knew this could 
seriously injure the national security. Consequently, I 
directed ,\fr. Petersen to stick to the Watergate investiga
tion and stay out of national security matters. On April 
25 Attorney General Kleindienst came to me and urged 
that the fact of the break-in should he disclosed to the 
cour.t, despite the fact that, since no evidence had been 
obtained, the law did not clearly require it. I concurred 
and authorized him to report the break-in to Judge 
Byrne. 

In view of the incident of Dr. Fielding's office, let me 
emphasize two things. 

First, it was and is important that many of the matters 
worked on by the Special Investigations Unit not be pub
licly disclosed because disclosure would unquestionably 
damage the national security. This is why I have exer
cised executive privilege on some of these matters in con
nection with the testimony of Mr. Ehrlich man and others. 
The Senate Committee has learned through its investiga
tion the general facts of some of these security matters 
and has to date wisely declined to make them public or 
to contest in these respects my claim of executive privilege. 

Second, I at no time authorized the use of illegal means 
by the Special Investigations Unit, and I ,ms not aware 
of the break-in of Dr. Fielding's office until 1Jarch 17, 
1973. 

Many persons will ask why, when the facts are as I have 
stated them, I do not make public the tape recordings 
of my meetings and conversations with members of the 
White House Staff during this period. 

I am aware that such terms as "separation of powers" 
and "exccuti,·e privilege" are lawyers' terms, and that 
those doctrines have been called "ahstru se" and "eso
teric." Let me state the commonsense of the matter. 
Every day a President of the United States is required 
to make difficult decisions on grave issues. It is absolutely 
essential, if the President is to be able to do his job as 
the country expects, that he he able to talk openly and 
candidly with his advisers ahout issues and individuals 
and that they be able to talk in the same fashion with 
him. Indeed,'on occasion, they must be able to "blow off 
steam" about important public figures. This kind of 
frank discussion is only possible when those who take 
part in it can feel a.-sured that what thev say is in the 
strictest confidence. 

The Presidency is not the only office that requires 
conficlcmiality if it is to function cfkcti\'t:h· .. .\ 1kmher 
of Congrc"' must be :1blc to talk in confidence with his 
assistant,. Judge,; must be ahk to confer in c0nficlence 
with their 1:tw clerks and with each other. Throughout 
our entire history the need for this kind of confidcntialit~· 
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DO:CUIV1ENTS 
Week Ending Saturday, _'(o::ember 24, 1973 

U pp~r Great Lakes Regional 
Commission 

Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Raymond C. Anderson To Be Federal Cochairman. 
November 16, 1973 

The President today announced his intention to nomi
nate Raymond C. Anderson, of Maple City, Mich., to 
be Federal Cochairrnan of the Upper Great Lakes 
Regional Commission. He will succeed Thomas F. 
Schweigert, who became Alternate Federal Member of the 
Delaware River Basin Commission on September 6, 1973. 

From 1969 to 1971, Mr. Anderson served as executive 
assistant to Michigan Gov. William G. Milliken. He has 
been retired since 1971 and was also retired from 1964 
to 1969. From 1959 to 1964, he served a, administrative 
assistant to then-Congressman Robert P. Griffin, from 
1952 to 1959, he was administrative assistant to Senator 
Charks E. Potter of Michigan, and he was administrative 
a,sistant to Congressman Roy 0. Woodruff of Michigan 
from 1937 to 1944 and from 1946 to 1952. 

He was born on March 5, 1912, in Grand Rapids, 
:.'>Iich. Mr. Anderson was graduated from Grand Rapids 
Junior College in 1932. From 1944 to 1946, he served 
as an officer in the U.S. Navy. 

:,;ore.: The announcement .... ·as released at Ker Biscayne, Fla. 

Associated Press rdanaging 
Edi tors Association 

The Pr:.,r;dent's Remarks in a Question-and-Answer 
Session•!! the Association's Annual Cvnv,-,ntion in 
Q;L:n,h, Florida. No,•rmber 17, 1973 

1,Hi·: ?;{l~SIDENT. Pre,,-iderit Quinn ant! ladies and 
r;e1~t!:··n:o·i: 

'\\"hen Jack Homer ,1 who has been a correspondent 
ir. \\.a.,hington and other places around the world, retired 
a:rer -10 years, he once told me that if I thought that the 
W:-ii:e House Press Corps answered (asked) tough ques
ricr::.,, he (I) should hear the kind of questions the manag
in; editors asked him. Consequently, I wdcome this 
o.::,portunity tonight to meet with the managing editors of 
the Nation's newspapers. 

I "ill not have an opening statement because I know, 
w::h 400 of you, it will be hard to get through all of the 
qt:estions you have, and I underntand the Pr,;:sident has a 
p-erog:ui;-e of asking the first question. 

:'.\fr. Quinn [John C. Quinn, Gannett Newspapers, and 
prc-s:cent, Associated Press Managing Edito!'S Associa
tio:1} 

\VATERGATE AND THE FUTC'RE 

Q. :.fr. President, this morning, Governor Askew of 
Flcrida addressed this group and recalled the words of 
Be..,jamin Franklin. When leaving the Constitutional 
Ccnvention he was asked, "\Vhat have you given us, sir, a 
m:,narch or a republic?" Franklin answered, "A republic, 
sir. if you can keep it." 

~fr. President, in the prevailing pessimism of the linger
in; matter we call \\'atergate, can we keep that republic, 
sir. and how? 

T:m: PRESIDE:-!T. \Veil, l\Jr. Quinn, I would certainly 
no: be standing here answering these questions unless I had 
a Erm belief that we could keep the republic, that we musr 
kec:i it. not on]-; fo, _,irsdves, hut for the who!e world. 
I ,;cognize that· because of mistakes that were made, and 
I r::usc take responsibility for those mistakes, whether in 
rhe campaign or during the course of an administration, 
th:.: there arc those who wonder whether this republic can 
su:-.·ive. But I also know that the hopes of the whole 
·wc:-1d for peace, not only no\\."'~ but in the Jea.rs to come~ 
res:- in the lI nited States of America. And I can as,ure you 
rk,: as Ieng as I am physicallr able to handle the position 
w ·.·::1ich I ,,as dect.:ci., ,rnd tht'n reelected la;;t °K<Aember. 

G~~e:t D. {J;;!.r·S.) H,.:;.rne-r w:t:. a rep0rt;!r w!th tb." \\-.1.i!;:!n;:-:.:-r: 
S·::::- =·~·3:U i937 until hi,s. rct?rrmj,&nt in NO\."".-mh..-r ,~:- j_ s:::.:~ 
: ..._-.: ~ :".e -....:J.s \Vhire House C•."i"responJent for U:.at r.·ews.r.ipt.":". 
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dicn_..;t in till: 1niddle of the ltfternoon. SutHiJ.y afterrioon. 
A11d a later conversation [ h.-1d, the JTst of Kleindienst's 

con·.-etc-;,tion, a hter conversation I had also with I>.fr. 
J->c,e1s,.·,1. and the com·ersation at 9 o'clock at night with 
}fr. D: m was not there. 

'.-,c, I tried to /ir,d whatever recording, whate,•cr record 
that ·,,·,,ul<l hdp the prmecutor in this instance to recon
strnct tbc evidence, because it ,vas the evidence t:h:~t he 
w;ts aft::r a11d not just the tape. 

i\'h<tt I found wa.; not a dictabelt. What I found was 

my b.ndwritten notes made at the time of the conversa
tion. I ha\·e turned those over to or have authoriz<."d my 
co:.rnsel to turn those notes over to the judge, so that he 
caa have them checked for authenticity, and I understand 
there are ways that he can tell that they were written 
at thc1t time. Those handwritten notes are available. 

And then I did one other thing which I think will also 
be helpiu!. The next day I had a conversation with ·Mr. 
Dean in the morning at 10 o'clock. That conversation 
was recorded, and in that com·ersation there are repeated 
references to what was said the night before, and when 
compared with my handwritten notes it is clear that we 
are discussing the same subjects. 

That entire tape. as well as the conversation I had 
in the afternoon with Mr. Dean for about 20 minutes 
wiil be made available to the court even though the court 
has not subpoenaed them. 

I would just simply say in conclusion you can be very 
sure that this kind of a subject is one that is a difficult 
one to explain. It appears that it is impossible that when 
we have an Apollo system that we could have two missing 
tapes when the \Vhite House is concerned. Let me explain 
for one moment what the system was. This is n• Apollo 
system. I found that it cost-I just learned this-$2,500. 
I found that instead of having the kind of equipment that 
wa, there when President Johnson was there, which was 
incidentally much better equipment. hut I found--a~ci 
I am not saving that critically-but I found that in this 
instance it was a Sony, a little Sony that they had, and 
that what they had are these little lapel mikes in my desks. 
And as a· result the c,onversations in the Oval Office, the 
conversations in the Cabinet Room, and particularly those 
in the EOB, those are the three room,, only those three 
rorims. where they recorded-for example, the \\'estem 
White Home had no recording equioment, and my house 
in Key Bi,cayne had none-but as far as those particular 
recordings are concerned. the reason that you ha\'e heard 
that there are difficulties in hearing them is that the svstem 
itself \',,1, not a sophisticated syste~. · 

I <lo ,10t mean to suggest by th;it that the judge, bv 
listening to them, will not be ahk to get the facts, and f 
would ,imply conclude by Sa\·ing-this: I think I know 
wiut i~ on these t.,p,:s from h:wing li,terlt'd to rnn1t', tho~c 
hefo:-c· ?\farch 21, and also from h,iving- ~cen f rorn rnv 
'•.'.GCUr:"s note, the lti;('hlights of others. And I can as.sur~ 

~·ut: rLat ;::J:u-:i...: 1;:.pc, ~.,+ ·;·;. th,:y .1.r,· pti::<n:~'":·.i !o :.!1;~ ~·..!.t.-:'_~c 

aud, I hr,pc, eventually to thf'. grand jury, i-.lkt I trust in 
~ome ,vay Wf: can find a ,,:ay at least to get the :'}Ub~;tancc 

to the Amcric.m peop!c, they will prove thc,e things with
out questiou: 

One, that I ha<l no knowledge whate\·er of the \\' ater
gate break-in bciorc it c,:currui. 

Two, that I never authorized the offer cf clemency to 
anybody and, as a matter of fact, turned it tiowa wht:n
evcr it was suggc,ted. It ,.,as not recommended by any 
member of my staff but it W<'-'', on occasion, sugges.ttd a.s a 
result of news reports that clemency might become a 
factor. 

And third, as far as any knowledge with regard to 
the payment of blackmail money, which, as you recall, was 
the charge that was made, that :\fr. Hunt's attorney had 
asked for $120,000 in money to be paid to him or he would 
tell things about members of the \Vhite House Staff, not 
about 'Watergate, that might be embarras.sing. 

7estimony had been given before the Senate committee 
that I was told that before the 21st of March, actually 
told it on the 13th of l\larch. I know I heard it for the 
first time the 21st of :March, and I will reveal this much of 
the conversation-I am sure the judge wouldn't mind_ 

I recall very well Mr. Dean, after the conversation 
began, telling me, "l\fr. President, there are some things 
about this I haven't told you. I think you should know 
them." And then he proceeded then for the first time to tell 
me about that money. 

Now, I realize that some will wonder about the truth 
of these particular statements that I have made. I am 
going to hand out later--! won't hand them out, but I 
will have one of your executives hand out my May 22 
statement, my August 15 statement, and one with regud 
to these two tapes. You can believe them if you want-I 
can tell you it is the truth because I have listened to or 
have had knowledge of, from mmeone I ha\·e confidence. 
in, as to what is in the tapes. 

Q. 1-Ir. Pre,idcnt, Richard Tuttle, Democrat and 
Chronicle, Rochester, New York. Could you tell us your 
personal reaction and your political reaction-and within 
that word I mean your credibility with the American 
people-your reaction to the discovery that the Dean and 
?\ fachell tapes did not exist? 

THE PRl,SIDE);T. \Veil, my personal reaction was one 
of very great disappointment, because I wanted the e,·i
dence out, and I knew that when there was any indication 
that something didn't exist, immediately there would be 
the impression that some way, either the President, or 
more likely, perhaps somebody on the President"s staff, 
knew there was wmethin~ on those tapes tha, it wouldn·t 
he wise to get out. Rut kt me point out a~ain, whik- I was 
disappointed, let me say I would ha\·c heen a lot more 
di,appointecl if the t.1pes that had been comitlcred im
portant by both i\fr. C,,.,, the Special Pro,ec.utl,r, :incl the 
Ervin committee, if ar:y one of those had be<"n mi,sing-. 
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K11nzii::, who is no1,· an ;bs,,ci.1tc j11dc;c of the U.S. (:,,u,t 
of Cl:-ti111,. 

~Ir. S:intp,on h:ts been ,\ctin ;~ .\dmini,trator ,,f Ccn
cr;il ScrYin:., since J11nc 2, 197'1. He joined the Cl'nn .d 
Scn·iccs ,\d111inistr:ition in l (l(i9 ;i., Commissioner of the 
Fcder;il Suppl,· S,:1Yicc. Frnm 1970 to 1972 he w;is Com

ri1is.sioncr of the PL1hlic E11ildini::, SerYicc in GS:\ :rn<l the 
first Deputy :\<lrninistr;itor of GSA for Spc,i:11 Projects. 

He came to the General Scn ·iccs :\<lministr;ition ;ifrcr 
6 ,·e;irs in Pcnnwkania State _go,-crnmcnt, where he "'as 
sc~retarv of ad~inistration aud buclt:et secret;in· under 
Go\' . R~ymond P. Shafer, and depui)· secretary ·for pro
curement, department of property and supplies, under 
Gov. \\'illiam W. Scranton. Prior to enterin,: gm·ernmcnt 
sen·ice, he w·as cm ployed by the General Electric Co. for 
12 vear,. 

ifr. Sampson was born on October 8, 1926, in \\';irrt>n, 
RI. He recei,·ed his B.S. de_gree in business adminis
tration from the l' niversitv of Rhode Island in 1951 and 
has done graduate work at the George Washington 
L'ni,·ersity. 

Acth·e in several profc<-"ional or.c:anizatinns. ".\[r. Samp
son was pre,ented the Srncrc;y III :\ward for 011tst;inding 
contributions tow:i.rcl the ath':incemcnt of architecture hy 
the Society of :\rncrican Registered . .\.rchitects in 1972. 
In J 9i3 he was sclcrtcd as one of the Top Ten Public 
\\"orks ".\kn of the Year, and he was named an honorary 
member of the :\merican Institute of ,\rchitccts. 

He and his wifl', rna;1chc, ha, ·e four children and reside 
in \\";ishington, n.c. 
XOTE: For thl' PrC'sid,.nt's St;'ltc,mrnt upon annnnncin~ hls intention 
to nomin:itc ~[r. Samp,on, SC'<' th•! pn-cr.din~ itcin. 

!The \Vatcrgatc Investigation 
~c111c11ts by the I'rcsiclcnt . May 22, 1973 

Recent news accounts growing out nf testimony in the 
\\'atergate im-cstigations h;i,·c 1;inn gro,sly mi,kading · 
impressions of l!lany of the fact,, :is they relate both to my 
own role ancl to c,·rtain 1111rebtcd .acti, ·itics im·oldng na
tional security. 

Already. on the ki-i, nf sl'concl- and third-hand hears.1y 
tr,timon)· by persons rith,T ron, ·,nc d ,11· thcm scln ' ., under 
inn',tig.1tion in the ca.sc, I h:1,·c [tJ1111d m,sdf accused of 
in\"<Jh-cmcnr in at .. ti,·itics l nn ·cr he.ml c,f until I re.id 
about them in nc·,•.<;icrount,. 

1ltc.:,c irnprc:.:~inn'> coul ... l ;d..;o lt·;td tn :l scfinus 111i:-unckr
st~1nding-of thn">t· n:ttinnal , i-ruri ty ;u tl, ·itit'" whid,. tl1nu_1-!h 
Uitalfy ~-~: : ;-,·'. .. :, ·.'. ::: '.'--,'~i:r r:~;lt\ ·'. h : i\·:_· h,·r(Jt11C fllL\Tl_t~kd in 
the c1sc. 'They I n :dd lead to fu r tlwr t"11n1pnnnisc {)f ~c11,i
tiv c oatio11 :tl ~cuu it> i11forn1:ttiun. 

I will not abandon m 1• responsibilities_ £ wi!l continue 
to <lo the joli I_ was dcctccl to <lo. 

In the acrnmpanyin~ statement, I h:n-c set fo,th thc 
fact s as [ know them ;L, they relate; tom}· m,·n role. 

With regard to the specific aliegaticm;; th:,t haxe been 
made, I can and do state c;1tegorically: 

I. I . had no prior knowledge of the \\' atergate 
opcr:1tion. 

2. I took no pan in. nor was I aware of, any sub5equent 
cfTorts that may ha\"e been made to cm·er up 
Watergate. 

3. At no 'rime did I authorize any offer of executi\'e 
clemency for the \\'atergate defendants, nor did I 
know of any such offer. · 

4. I did not know, until the time of my own imrestiga
tion, of any effort to provide the \\'a~te defend
ants with funds. 

5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others 
to attempt, to implicate the CIA in the \\'atergate 
matter. 

6. It was not until the time o[ my own irt\·cstigation 
that I learned of the break-in at the office of ".\fr. 
Ellsberg-'s psychiatri.~t, and I specifically authorized 
the furnishing o[ this information to Judge Byrne_ 

i. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to 
engage in illc.~al or improper campaign tactics. 

In the accompan};ng statement, I ha\'e sought to pro
vide the background that may place recent allegations in 
perspective. I ha\'e specifically stated that executive 
privilege will not he in,..oked as to any testimony concern
ing po,sible criminal conduct or disc.u!iSlons of possible 
criminal conduct, in the matters under im-estigation. I 
want the public to learn the truth about \\"atergate and 
those guilty o[ any illegal actions brought to ju...ticc.. 

Allegations surrounding- the Watergate affair ha\ ·e so 
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President 
is required at this time. 

A climate of sensationalism has denlopcd in which 
e,en second- or third-hand hearsa}: charges arc headlined 
as fact and repeated as fact. 

Important national security c.pcratiora which them
scl\"CS had no connection with Watergate ha,,c become 
ent;in,:lcd in the case. 

,\s a result. ,ome n:itinnal security :nfom1ation has 
already been made public throui::h O"lttrt orJl'.s. through 
the subpoenaing of document~. and throa;h tcstimon~
witncs.<c, h:t,·c ~i,·cn in j11clici;u :m,1 Cc.>?1_;;rc:ss;onal pro
cccdin~rs. Other ~l~n:--iti\·c docun1c:nt~ :ire no\, · thrca:e-r!ed 
witl~ c:isdo;;;urc. Continuf'd ~ikncc about these opcrat:('lns 
woul,l compromi,c r.1thcr th;in protect them. :l.nd woald 
ab-ll ~crvc to pcrpctt:.1lc a ~ro,,ly di~!Ortt."d vit"\"·-,, :h!Lh 
n :ccnt parti ;tl di:-:,·llburc$ h~t\ ·l~ ~i,·en-of the n:-tturc. :t!:,J 
purp (>sc of those opcutioas. 

Vol1.1mC' Q-Numbli!r 1) 
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J · , 1 
• t· I • • 1,.·,. •his ar::2., I f··l~ ;~ ;·:::L, ~;;1p_ .-it~:.-..:it to :i'!;l)~tl (l:;,_J,.:-a:~.-r.-·!.:-, r~: : : !.: ·: in :; ~p-:~~n ::.:~~!,' '.'\.: •.·:1t1 t n:-~ r· .~:11!g~ o ~~<..mtnL'i- -

L • 1 • .. • t ·l n uf the dctall.:, of che national scc11rily_ matter:; wich •,•/i1ic:l tr ::itin 1:,,) and \' .. lu<:!1 11r1rc u1-c:cc1y f>tt tnt: ne:;.Jda 1on5 Lite . 

in p.o"rcss .. \duitioua! a.s.,ignmenl; included tracing down the group w:i.s concerned. I knew that once the cx;.;tence 
, ,, · l · ·l • ,, 1. • •1,1clud '1nn one that seriously of the crrou,, became known, it would lead i.ne~or:i.blv to ol,kT n,t!1una :secun ) !.c,d-...~, :--. • .:> F . . . . 

1 

, , " · d t', U <: ,·~·ot;0 t1'na nos•t;on in the SALT a dbc;u,sion of these matters, some of wh,cn rem:un, e,·e,n .... o,,,n11.,n11:-i~ 1,,._. .~...,. 11 0 .u · .::, r .. ~ ~ • 

talks'. to<lar, high!~ se~sitive. . . . 
, , f · d !T ~ , d th d of G wanted J.11,t1ce do.ne with regard to \V aterg:tce; but m Tne war,,;; o the umt tapere o. a, o.m • e en . . • · · , h' h I h d · , 

· r · k h h t ·r · l d the scale of nat10n:u pnonties •.v1tn w 1c a to cte:u-1971 'lre nature o us wor was sue t a 1 mvo ve . , . . 
· · f · l · d · t re and not at that time ,,:i.vmg any idea of the exterit of ma•rer.; that rom a nat1ona s<:cunty stan pom , we · . 

. ' · · · .' , . d · d . political abuse which \Vatergate reflected-I aho hid to hi,,hly s-ns1t1ve tnen an rema.m so to ay. . . · h . ·, th 
"' ~ . . . . · . - h be deeply concerned w1tn ensunng t at neitner e covert 
These intelligence acti:,'1tles had no connectwn mth t e operations of the CIA nor the operations of the S~:i.l 

break-in of the Democraac headquarters, or the aftermath. Investio-ations Unit should be compromised. Therefore, 

I considered it my responsibility to see that the Water- I instru"cted Mr. Haldeman and l\!r. Ehrlichman to ensure 
gate investigation did not impinge adversely ~pon the na- that the investigation of the break-in not expose either an 
tional security area. For example, on April 18, 1973, unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the ~cthities of 
when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of the the White House investigations unit-and to see that th.is 
Special Investigations Unit at the Whit~ House, ":as to was personally coordinated between General Walters, the 
be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I dir~cted _AssJSt:1-°t Deputy Director of the CIA, and Mr. Gray of the FBI. 
Attorney General Petersen t~ ~=e.ev~ JSSue mvolvmg It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish, that the in-
Watergate but to confine hJS mvest1gat1on ~o Wate~e l v~;ation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts 
and related matters and to stay out of , national secunty b i peded in any way. · 

matters. Subsequently, on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen- On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of 
. eral Kleindienst informed me that because ~e Gove~- the FBI, L . Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt _w~ involved m successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
the brea.1<-in of the office of the iJSYChiatrut who_ had Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation 
treated Mr. Ellsberg, he,. the f\ttomey General, beli~ed Mr. Gray discussed with me the progrcs.s of the Water-
that despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained gate investigation, and I asked him whether he had talked 
from Hunt's acts, a report should neverth:lesscbe made t_:> with Genera]. Walter.;. Mr. Gray said that he had, and that 
the court trying the Ellsberg case. I concurred, and di- General Walters had assured him that the CIA was not 
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne involved . fo the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the 

immediately. matter of Vv'atergate might lead higher. I told him to press 
WATEi.GATE ahead with his investigation. ,._. 

The burglary and bugging of the Democratic National 
Committee headquarters came as a complete surprise to 
me. I had no in..'<ling that any such illegal activities had 
been planned by persons associ:i.ted with my campaign; 
if I had known, I would not have permitted it. My irn~ 
mediate reaction was that those guilty should be brought 
to justi-.:e, and, with the five burglars themselves already 
in custody, I assumed that they would be. 

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there 
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way. 

It did seem to me possible that, because of the involve
ment of former CIA personnel, and because of some of 
their apparent a.,;~ociations, the investigation could lead 
to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unre
lated to the ·watergate break-in. 

In addition, by this time, the name of Mr. Hunt had 
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted 
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the 
Special Investigatiom Unit in the White House. There
fore, 1 was alsc concerned that the 'vVatergate investigation 
mi,:;ht ,vc!i lead to an inquiry into the activities of the 
Sp;c !al Inve.-:isi•;ons TTn;t it.o;elf. 

It now seems that later, through whatever complex :,f 
individual motives and possible misunderstanding5, there 
were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the inves
tigation or to conceal the possible inv~lvement o! members 
of the Administration and the campaign comrmttee. 

I was not aware of any such efforts at the timc.1'ieither, 
until after I beuan my own investigation, was I aware o[ 
any fundraisin; for defendants convicted of the break-in 
at Democra.tic headquarters, much less authorize any such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any offer of c.xecutive 
clemency for any of the defendants. . 

In the weeks and months that followed Watergate,. I 
a~ked for, and received, repeated assurances that Mr. 
Dean's own investigation (which included re\-iewing files 
and sitting· in on FBI inteniews with White House p~r
sonnel) had cleared everyone then employed by the White 
House of involvement. 

In summary, then: 
(I) I had no prior knowledge of :he Water~.t~ bug

ging opera tion, or of any illegal surveillance actr.nt.Ies for 
political purposes. _ . . . 

(2) Long prior to the 19;2 c:tmpa1gn, I did set m 
motion certain internal security measures, inclmli:?g kgal 
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12. In or about July 1972 and at other times subsequently, John 

Dean told H. R. Haldeman that CRP was raising funds for those involved 

in the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 
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Mr. DASH. And certain wiretaps that had been taking place for cer
tain security purposes. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I did know of security wiretaps. n Mr. DASH. Now, when did it come to your attention, Mr. Haldeman, 
hat certain funds were being raised to pay for the legal fees of the 

defendants? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Sometime in the period shortly after the vVater

gate break-in and I am not sure again of any specific date or occasion 
on which I became aware of that, but I was told at some forte in that 
period and I was told at other times subsequently, I am sure by John 
Dean, and I think possibly also by John Mitchell, that there was an 
effort by the committee to raise funds to pay for the legal fees and 
for family support of the defendants who had been arrested in the 
vVatergate burglary. 

Mr. DASH. Now, when you received that information from Mr. Dean 
and/or Mr. Mitchell, did you raise any question? Did you ask why 
Mr. Mitchell, who was heading up the campaign, and Mr. Dean, who 
was counsel to the President, would be involved in raising funds to 
pay for legal fees and families of burglars and wiretappers? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No ; I did not. This was incidental information that 
I received and dismissed. I did not pursue it in any way. 

Mr. DASH. vVell, did you consider that if that became public that it 
might be a matter of embarrassment to the campaign? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No; I did n(?t consider that. 
Mr. DASH. "'\,Vhy not i 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I am not sure that one is able to explain why he did 

not think something, but I did not. The reason-let me say that as a 
partial explanation-I have had a general awareness that there was a 
·public effort to raise funds for the Watergate defendants and I do not 
know that I knew that these efforts were different than the public 
effort. 

Mr. DASH. Do you know what-
Mr. HALDEMAN. There was a reference to the Cuban fund. 
Mr. DASH. Do you know whether it was a public effort to raise funds 

for Mr. Liddy, Mr. Hunt, Mr. McCord? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. No; and I never heard anv discussion of this in my 

contacts other than as a group, the defendants. There was no discussion 
of individuals by name. 

Mr. DASH. You say you did not consider it, but I can at least ask 
the question: Is it your view that persons who had high positions in 
administering the President's reelection campaign and certainlv the 
President's counsel, had anv btisiness participating in raising- funds 
for the paying of lerral fees for burglars, wirebppers, or conspirators'? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. This is not a ouestion that occurred to me, Mr. Dash, 
and I did not ask it of myself or any of them. 

Mr. DASH. You formed no moral judgment on it at all? 
,:Mr. HALDEMAN. No, sir. 
Mr. DASH. By listening to passing reference, is it your recollection 

that you condoned it? 
Mr. HALDEitAN. Well, I do not think I was called upon to condone 

or condemn. I think I received infonnation and that was that. 
Mr. DASH. Well, when Mr. Dean gave you information of that lrind, 
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I take it, he expected that if you guys agreed with that act.ion you 

L:
uld tell him so. 

n. fr. H.ALDEl\IAN. N.Tot ne.cessarily. I do not think it was submitted to 
e for approval. I think it was transmitted to me as information. 
}Ir. DASH. ,Just a point of information. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Now, there came a time, and I think we refeITed to this 

briefly when you looked at that memorandum, that you learned that a 
large sum of money, $350,000, 'had come from the Committee To Re
Elect the President to the ""White House. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. vVell, I did not learn that it had come from them. I 
caused it to come. 

Mr. DASH. You asked for it·? 
~Ir. HALDEMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And I think your statement indicates that it was for 

polling purposes. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. As a matter of fact, it was not used for polling purposes, 

was it? 
Mr. HALDEl\fAN. That is correct, it was not. 
Mr. DASH. Then you learned, and I think it is your testimony, it 

went back to the committee. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. And is it your statement that you saw or knew of no con

nection ·between the money going back, the $350,000 or whatever 
amount went back to the committee, that you were aware of no connec
tion between that money going back and the need for more funds to 
pay the legal defense fees and family support fees of these ·watergate 
defendants? 

1Ir. HALDEl\IAN. Let me very specifically refer to my statement and 
to the development of events in that regard. I can repeat the statement 
if you want to. 

'Mr. DASH. I do not want you to repeat the statement. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. OK. 
Mr. DASH. If you could just briefly answe·r the quest~on whether or 

not you knew of a connection between the money going back and the 
need for it for a defense fund. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. As I said in mv statement, I was asked by Mr. 
Strachan after the election what should be done ,with the cash fund 
that he had been custodian of. I told him that it should be returned 
or not returned but turned over to the Committee To Re-Elect and 
that he should work out the means of doing that with John Dean. 

Subsequently, I was told that there was a problem in doing that. 
Subsequently to that, I was told by John Dea,n again as I had been told 
earlier, that there was a continuing need for legal .fund, legal fees, for 
the Wafargate defendants and at that time, following this sequence 
of events, I then said we ha,ve a desire to deliver funds to the committee. 
The committee apparently has a desire for funds and I suggested that 
Dean try .to carry out both of those two ohjectives, which he subse
quently did. 

:Mr. DASH. All right. Now you knew, at least that this $.350,000 
represented campaign funds, did you not? 
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source of the money or whether it was campaign money or any of the 
details about the $22,000 that Stans had made available. I could not 
locate Strachan and Stans indicated that it should be picked up imme
diately but ·I cannot recall at this time the reason he called for the 
immediacy. Accordingly, I asked Mr. Fielding to pick up a package 
from 1Stans and give it to Strachan as soon as he could. 

I informed :Stans that Fielding would be over to ,pick up the pack
age but he would not h.'TIOW what he was ·picking up and when [ later 
learned that Stans had informed Fielding I was somewhat annoyed 
because ,J felt it ,vas unfair to Fielding. The money was then given · 
by Fielding to Strachan but no final decision had been made regard-
ing ,how to dispose of the $350,000. , 

Having explained the status of the cash at the "White House, I must 
now return to the pressure that was being ,placed on the 'White House 
for the use of these funds which I have just described for payments 

· to the seven indicted individuals. This pressure began long before 
, election day in that Paul O'Brien was receiving messages from vVil-

liam Bittman, Hunt's lawyer, that Hunt and others expected to have 
· more support money and attorney's fees in exchange for continued 

silence. The initial payments by Kalmbach had not been sufficient. 
O'·Brien reported this frequently to Mitchell, Maniian, LaRue, and 
myself. I, in turn, was reporting to Haldeman and Ehrlichman. 

L 
There were discussions in late July, August, and September of using 

these ,funds at the White House for these payments. I informed Halde
man of these discussions, but they were still in the discussion stage and 
no action was taken. 

After the election, the ·pressure was greatly increased when Colson 
received a call from Mr. Hunt, which Colson recorded. Colson brought 
the recorded call to me and I, in turn, transcribed it onto a cassette 
tape. I have been informed by the committee counsel that the com
mittee has in its possession a transcript of the conversation between 
Colson and Hunt in which Hunt makes demands for money. On No
vember 115, I arranged a meeting with Haldeman and Ehrlichman so 
that they could hear the tape of the conversation Colson had had with 
Hunt and also to inform them of the increased and now threatening 
demands that were being transmitted through Hunt's lawyer to Mr. 
O'Brien and in turn on to the ·white'House. 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman were at Camp David at that time devel
oping the plans for the reorganization of the executive branch for the 
second term of the Nixon administration. I departed on the morning 
of November 15 for Camp David with Mr. "Walter Minnick, who was 
going to Camp David to discuss the reorganization plans with Ehrlich
man. Mr. Minnick had been doing virtuallv all of the legal work at 
that time for Ehrlichman ·on the reorganization plan and was a member 
of Ehrlichman's staff. In fact, I was somewhat surprised that the coun
sel's office had not been more involve.d. or involved at all, prior to that 
time in the reorganization plans. After arriving at Camp David. 
Ehrlichman. Haldeman, and I went into the President's office in Laurel 
LodQe, which wa~ emntv. I have referred earlier to the fact that in this 
meeting the matter of Dwight Chapin's remaining at the White House 
was discussed. 

It was after that discussion that I told them of the telephone con
versation between Hunt and Colson and played the tape for them and 
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13. On July 5, 1972 John Mitchell was inLterviewed by agents of the FBI 

and stated to them that he had no knowledge of the break-in at the DNC 

headquarters other than what he had read in newspaper accounts of that 

incident. Mitchell has testified that prioI' to the time he was inter

viewed by the FBI he received a report from Robert Mardian and Fred LaRue 

of a conversation they had with Gordon Liddy· in which Liddy described 

his role in the Watergate break-in; but he ~,as not sure this informa

tion was correct when he was interviewed by the FBI on July 5, 1972 and 

he was not volunteering any information unde1r any circumstances. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I think that would have been the magnitude or con
sequence. Obviously, l\Ir. Liddy was known to me, attended meetings 
in the ,Justice Department on different subject matters including the 
drug abuse Jaw enforcements and so forth. that would not have been 
of that magnitude. ' 

Mr. DASH. In any event, your statement that you had no informa
tion whatsoever as to any of the circumstances on September 5 is quite 
different than your testimony before this committee, is that not so? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that to be true, and I believe the rechecking 
of the records, and the committee being kind enough to furnish me a 
copy of the agenda that Mr. Dean provided, and further reflection so 
it has brought the subject matter very much into focus. 

Mr. DASH. Now, you testified you asked Mr. Mardian to make an 
investigation for you as to the Watergate break-in. Did those instruc
tions include cooperating with the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. )fITCHELL. The matter involved, I do not recall coming-back on 
the plane from California, whether that was specifically discussed or 
not, but there was a policy within the committee that they should co
operate with the FBI and, of course, that was the basis for the dis
charging of Mr. Liddy when he did not cooperate. 

Mr. DASH. Well, did you ever give instructions that there should 
be cooperation with the FBI to Mr. Mardian? _ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash, I don't recall the specific words. I would 
presume that it_ would be-

Mr. DASH. Did you consider--
. Mr. MITCHELL [continuing]. Implicit in his actions. 

Mr. DASH. Did you include yourself in that requirement to cooperate 
~,ith the FBI? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would certainly believe so. 
Mr. DAsH. Isn't it a fact, that you were interviewed by Special 

Agents l\fahan and Lill on July 5, 1972? Do you recall that 1 
Mr. MITCHELL. I recall there was an interview, Mr. Dash. I don't 

recall the date. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall being interviewed as to what knowledge 

you had of the Democratic National Committee break-in and infonn-
1ng the agents that the only knowledge you had was what you read 
in the newspapers? 

Mr. 1\fITCHELL. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. As a matter of fact, by .Tuly 5, and that is prettv close 

to June 21 or 22, you have been given information by Mr. Mardian 
on what Mr. Liddv told him about that break-in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash, at that particular time, I was not sure 
whether that information was correct or otherwise. 

l\fr. D.\SH. ·whether it was correct or not, the FBI was making an 
investifJ'ation and would not you ·want to give whatever leads or in
formation thev wanted. hav1ng- been the 'former Attorney General 
and knowing how the FBI investigates, so they could check that out? 

l\fr. l\frTCIIELL. Mr. Dash, at that particular time, we weren't vol
unteering any information for the reason that I ham discussed here. 

Mr. D.\SH. Right. So that in other words, your answer to the FBI 
was part of the decision that yon made, a strong decision for the rea
sons yon have gfren, to see to it that none of tht':"e things got out. 

l\fr. l\fITc11F.r:L. It was the decision of tho~e that were invoked to 
not. volunteer any information under any circumstances. ----
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:Mardian and l\Ir. LaRue based on )fr. Liddy's statement, to back 
them up? 

Mr. MITCHF.LL. You are talking about this time, you are talking 
before Magruder--

Mr. DASH. Before l\Iagrucler's testimony before the grand jury. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Before n-Iagruder's testi.mony befor. e the grand jury. 
,vould believe that during that period of time there were some dis

ussions of the so-called ·white House stories, yes. 
Mr. DASH ... Was there--
Mr. :MITCHELL. Horrors, I mean not stories. 
),fr. DASH. ,v as there a concern expressed by you to :Mr. Halde

man or Mr. Ehrlichman concerning whether stories would be revealed 
during this campaign? 

l\fr. :MITCHELL. I think that we all had an innate fear that during the 
campaign that they might be revealed. I recall discussing it specifically 
in that area but I am sure we must have had a mutual concern about 
the subject matter. 

l\fr. D.\SH. ·wen, did you yourself form a personal position as to 
what should be done about revealing this material? 

Mr. l\fITCHELL. I formed the opinion and a position that I did not 
believe that it was fair to the President to have these stories come out 
during his political campaign. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vere you aware that theDe was a program actually 
going on so as to actually prevent these stories from coming out? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, which program are you talking about, l\Ir. 
Dash, so I can be sure to answer your question properly? 

Mr. D.\SH. 1Vell, a program on the part of yourself, )Ir. Dean, '.Mr. 
Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, and perhaps Mr. LaRue and ::\Ir. l\Iar
dian to see to it that the information that got to the prosecutor or to 
!he grand jury or to the civil suits did not in any way include this 
mformation concerning the so-called 1Vhite House horrors, as you 
described them? 

Mr. MITCHELL. ·well, Mr. Dash, that is a very broad question and 
'covers a lot o:f areas. I may answer it, perhaps, by saying that we 
sure in hell were not volunteering anything. In addition to that, we 
were involved in a very difficult series o:f civil litigation, as you know, 
that involved discovery and all the rest of it. So we were not volun-
teering anything. , 

Mr. DASH. But you say you did come to know that, prior to l\fr. 
l\fa,gruder's testimony, that he was going to testify falsely? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think I can put it on the basis that I ·had a pretty 
strong feeling that his testimony was not Q;oing to be entirely accurate. 

Mr. DASH. Right, and this discussion, I think you have already tes
tified, was part of the discussion of some of the meetings with :Messrs. 
LaRue, Mardian, Dean, and Magruder. · 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. 1Voulcl it be correct--
Mr. l\IITCHELL. I think the best ,Yny to put it is that )Ir. l\fagruder 

would seek an audience to reYiew his story that he was going to tell, 
rather than somebodv was trvin!!" to induee him to do so. I think )fr. 
Magruder has testifiecl that nobody COl'rced him to do this. that he made 
up the story, that he did it of his o\rn free will. So it ,ms more of a basis 
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of Mr. Magruder recounting to these assembled groups what he was 
going to testify to. 

Mr. DASH. But would it be fair to say, Mr. Mitchell, that it was in 
the interest of the group to have the story that did go into the grand 
jury and the ultimate indictments that did come out cut off at Liddy? 
And Mr. Magruder, who was in such a high position in: the committee, 
would not be involved in that type of thing? 

Mr. MITCHELL. l\Ir. Dash, I think you are jumping from one conclu
sion to another without the bridge. 1Vnat we were really concerned 
about were the vVbite House horror stories. Now, if the cutoff that you 
speak of helped in that direction, perhaps that ,vas probably the case. 
In other words, 1-Vatergate did not have the great significance that the 
White House horror stories that have since occurred had. 

Mr. DASH. Would you say that whatever covernp was taking place 
to this point, concealment and not volunteering information, had to do 
with actually preventing the so-called 'White House horror stories 
rather than "'\Vatergate break-in? 

U Mr. ~UTCHELL. This was certainly my belief and rationale and I 
ould believe the . eople in the ·white House, certainly some of them, 
ight well be invofved and certainly would have similar interests. 
Mr. DASH. Well, did Mr. Dean, in carrying back the messages from 

Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, indicate that he had in fact in
. formed them of the actions that had been taken-the strategies per-

formed by your group 1 · 
Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot say that he did or did not. I would have to 

believe that l\fr. Dean was reporting to those gentlemen over there. -
Mr. Dean, as a proper lawyer, proper counsel, was very, very limited 
in his discussions of what he did or said with people in the "\Vhite 
House and that is the way, of course, he should have acted. 

Mr. DASH. I think you testified that vou at least discussed with )fr. 
Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman the problems involved in the Liddy 
operations, the Ellsberg, and other situations? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, and that was somewhere down the line, prob
ably much later than the time frame of which you are talking about in 
relationship to l\fr. Magruder's appearance before the. grand jury. 

Mr. DASH. All right, now, let us look very briefly to the so-called 
wiretapping of the journalists and Mr. Kissinger's staff as a result of 
the SALT talk leaks. Were you aware of the leaking and those 
wiretaps? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash, I find it hard to give you a specific answer 
other than the fact that, yes, I was. To what extent, I do not know. 
This happened in 1968 and they ·were national security wiretaps. They 
should have a full record of everything that was handled in the De
partment of Justice, because every security tap, whether it be a strict 
national security dealing with forei~ers or whether it is the type that 
the court has since frowned upon, is filed in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. DASH. But this would require your authority as Attorney Gen
eral, would it not 1 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would believe that the FBI would probably not op
erate without it. I am not sure of that, but I believe that that would 
be the case. 
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Ulasewicz to deliver funds for the Watergate defendants to attorneys, 

and after telephone conversations among Kalmbach, LaRue and Dean, in

structions were given by Kalmbach to Ulasewicz to contact Howard Hunt's 

attorney, William Bittman. After that contact was made and after 

approval by Kalmbach of a $25,000 payment, Ulasewicz delivered $25,000 

to Bittman by placing an unmarked envelope containing the money on a 

shelf in the lobby of Bittman's office building. 
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in the room and wrapped it in a laundry bag, and so I, after that we 
both called it the laundry, as to how much money you had available. 

Mr. DASH. And he carried it back then--
1\'fr. KAL:lIBACH. That was just-and he carried it back in that 

. laundry bag, as I recall it. 
Mr. DASH. Kind of a significant name at this time to be used for 

that money, was it not? 
M:r. KAL:lIBACH. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Diel you ever use the term "script" in such a com·ersa-

tion? . 
M:r KALlIBACH. I think ~ve had that term "script." 
Mr. DASH. Script for the writing? 
}fr. KAL:lIBACH. Meaning the script of all of the players involved, 

the defendants and certain of these attorneys that were representing 
certain of the defendants. 

Mr. D.\SH. Now, did Mr. Ulasewicz have any knowledge or reason 
to ln1ow about these activities? He knew what you knew, did he not? 

Mr. KAL:lIBACH. Yes, sir. 
)Ir. DASH. Did you discuss with him at all the property of this 

activity? 
)Ir. K.u,3£BACH. No, sir; I just told him that it was proper, and 

I told him that the purpose, as I have stated, was to furnish legal 
help for these people, and to furnish them with family support. 

Mr. DASH. You did know, of course, that the particular people who 
were getting this money for their legal defense or support of families 
were charged or indicted with, under the crime of burglary, and illegal 
wiretapping and conspiracy, did you not? . 

l\fr. KAWIBACH. I knew the essence of the charges; yes, sir: r: Mr. DASH. All right. . 
Other than being told by M:r. Dean that this would be an appropriate 

thing to do, you made no independent inquiry as to the property of 
this1 · -

Mr. KAL:lIBACH. No; I made none. 
l\fr. DASH. Now, how were instructions about the distribution of 

funds given to you and :Mr. Ulasewicz? 1Vas that by phone from :\Ir. 
:baRue or :Mr. Dean? 

M:r. KALl\IBACH. Probably 90 percent of the tiirie it was by tele
phone. The other 10 percent was in personal discussion with him in 
his office or more usually in l\fr. Dean's offic~. 

l\fr. DASH. Now, what was the first instruction you received to give 
money? ' 

Mr. KALlIBACH. Again, as I have tried to reconstruct this, )fr. 
Dash, the first instruction that I received, which I passed to )fr. 
Ulasewicz was to have Mr. Ulasewicz give $25.000 to )fr. Caddy. 
I don't know much of l\fr. Caddy, I understand he is an attorney 
here in ·washington. And, as I recall it, this was probably from approx
imately ,July 1 through July 6 or 7. There were a number of calls. 
I would talk to either Mr. Dean or Mr. LaRue, I would then call )It:. 
Ulasewicz ,vho, in turn. would call Mr. Caddy. He would h:n·e some 
response from Mr. Caddy, and I would call" back up to either )fr. 
Dean and l\fr. LaRue. 

l\fr. DAsH. 1Vhat "·as the response from l\fr. Caddy? 
l\fr. KAL~fBACH. ,Yell, the sum and gist of it ,ms in that )Ir. Caddy 

refused to accept the funds. 
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Mr. DASH. In that manned 
l\fr. KALl\IBACH. That is correct. That was the end-all. There were 

several telephone calls, but the final wrap-up on it was that he refused 
to receive the funds. 

Mr. DASH. vVho was contacted next, which lawyer? 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. I think Mr. O'Brien was contacted and again with 

the same result. 
Mr. DASH. He refused to receive the funds? 
Mr. KAL1\IBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And then who next was approached? 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. I think then it was Mr. Bittman, and l\Ir. Bittman~ 

I think this may have been when the name Rivers was used, Mr. 
Dash, but my recollection w·ould be that Mr. Bittman received $25,000, 
probably sometime during the second week of July 1972. 

Mr. DASH. Did you follow any usual procedure that Mr. l,Tiasewicz 
would make the contact and pa.y the money, he would call you and then 
you would call Mr. Dean and tell him it had been accomplished~ 

Mr. K.-'..LlIBACH. Or Mr. La.Rue. 
Mr. DASH. Or Mr. La.Rue. ·were all these phone calls booth to booth? 
Mr. K,u.MBACH. Yes, sir. 
~fr. DASH. Even when you spoke to Mr. Dean? 
Mr. KAL:!'tIBACH. yes; that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Or Mr. LaRue? 
Mr. KALMBACH. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Wbat other lawyers were supposed to receive money, to 

your recollection, Mr. Kalmbach? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Well, after the disbursal to Mr. Bittman, .I think 

Uhere was-most of the remaining funds went to :Mrs. Hunt who, in 
:fact, was the person who did the distributing thereafter and she dis
tributed to these other attorneys. 

Mr. DASH. Mrs. Hunt? . 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Now, when you next-when did you next return to 

"\iV ashington, after this first series of meetings, where you received 
this money and met with Mr .. Ulasewicz, when did you next return to 
Washington? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Well, the next time that I was back in Washington 
involved in this assignment, 1\Ir. Dash, was, I think i-; was, on July 19. 

Mr. DASH. vVhat happened at that time? vVhat brought you back? 
Mr. KAL::\IBACH. ·wen, at that time, I think I was asked to come 

back, I think by either Mr. Dean or ~Ir. LaRue, and to meet with :Mr. 
Dean and Mr. LaRue in :Mr. Dean~s office in the Executive Office 
Building. . 

Mr. DASH. Did you receive any money from Mr. LaRue at that 
time? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. DASH. How much was that? . 
Mr. KALl\lBACH. Oh, some $40,000 was received from Mr. LaRue 

at that time. 
Mr. DASH. Where did you receive it? 
:Mr. KALl\IBACH. In Mr. Dean's office. 
J\fr. DASH. Did vou recefre anv additional instructions at that time? 
J\fr. KAL3IR:\CH: I may han, l\Ir. Dash. I am not certain as to that. 
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Mr. U LASEWICZ. Yes, I did . 
Mr. LENZNER. I would like to get your receipts all at once here if I 

can. JVhere ,vas the next place that you received money from :Mr. 
Kalmbach? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. At the Regency Hotel in New York City. 
Mr. LENZNER. Approximately how much? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. $40,000. 
Mr. LEXZNER. And approximately when was that? 
Mr. U LASE WI CZ. That ,vould have been in ,July. 
)fr. LEXZXER. Of 1972 ~ 
Mr. Uw.sEwicz.1972. 
Mr. LEXZNER. ·where was the next delivery? 
Mr. U LASEWICZ. At the Hilton here in Washington, $28,900. 
Mr. LExzxER. Again approximately when was that? 
):Ir. ULASEWICZ. In July. 
Mr. LExzxER. And--
Mr. Uw.sEwrcz. And then my recollection is the final amount was 

$75,000 at the Airpo1ter Inn in Los Angeles opposite the Orange 
County Airport. 

Mr. LExzxER. All right. . 
Now, going back to the original $75,100 what denominations was that 

in did you say? 
Mr. ULASEwrcz. Hundred dollar bills. 
Mr. LENZNER. 'Where did you keep that cash? 
Mr. ULASEWICz.I kept it at home. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did there come a time when you received these other 

amounts that you left them som,ewhere else? 
Mr. ULASEwrcz. Yes. 
Mr. LENZNER. Where was that? 

I' 
Mr. ULAsEwrcz. In a safe deposit box. 
Mr. LENZNF.R. Now, after you got back to New York, did you hear 

rom Mr. Kalmbach again? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I did. 
Mr. LENZNF.R. And what instructions, if any, did he gi rn you? 
Mr. UusEw1cz. He mentioned-he told me to call a Mr. Caddv. 
Mr. LENZNER. Mr. Caddy~ • 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Right, Mr. Caddy, to come back to ·washington, 

D.C., and call Mr. Caddy. · 
Mr. LENZNER. Approximately--
Mr. ULASEWicz. He supplied me ,vith a telephone number. 
Mr. LENZNER. How soon after you left 1Vashington did he tell you 

that1 
Mr: U USEWICZ. It probably was the same evening or the next 

mormng. 
Mr. LENZNER. ·what did you do? Did you go down to 1Vashington 

and call Mr. Caddy'! 
M:r. ULASEWICZ. I did. 
:Mr. LENZNER. ,vm you tell us the conversation YOU had with him. 
}[r. ULASEWICZ. I contacted }fr. Caddy and he· suggested that he 

would-prior to this is ,vhen )Ir. Kalmbach said, ''Tell him that." And 
_it was of the code names ,ve had gotten into other names, Tom Kane, 
and .Tohn Ferguson and Tommy Smith so there wns a little confu sion 
once in ,w:hill' on that. Howerer. atthis--

/ ' 
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.Mr. LENZNER. 'Who gave you those names? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Mr. Kalmbach and myself in com·er-sation, as kind. 

of backup. · 
· However, with-in this case he instructed me t:o use, I believe it was 
,John Rivers when I called ~fr. Caddy and on this occasion I was to 
say the purpose of my call to Mr. Caddy was that I was asking the 
cost of a script, of a play plus the salaries of the players, which l did. 
I contacted Mr. Caddy, and he was-and he responded and said he · 
would meet me in a restaurant sometime in the afternoon here in 
"\Vashington, D.C. _ · 

Mr. LENz::o."ER. Just to clarify it, you identified yourself to Mr. Caddy 
as Mr. Rivers, is that correct~ 

Mr. Ur..AsEw1cz. I believe Mr. Rivers, yes. In most of these trans
actions it was Rivers. 

Mr. LENZNER. "\Vas there any reason for the code name Rivers for you 
to use? 

)Ir. Ur...-\SEWICz. No. 
l\Ir. LENZNER. Now, did you go to that restaurant in Georgetown~ 
Mr. UusEw1cz. Yes, I did. 
Mr. LENZNER. What happened there? 

· )fr. Ur..ASEWICZ. I waited for Mr. Caddy's arrival. However, a phone 
call came in, I was paged by the bartender, Mr. Caddy got on the phone 
and said that he couldn't meet me, after speaking to somebody in his 
office in the attorney's office that he could not meet me, would I be able 
to come and see him. I told him I would get in touch with him. :My 
instructions originally with Mr. Kalmbach was that I enter no negoti
ations at any time that he would not enter negotiations. This is re 
freshing my memory again and the other thing he said was that I am 
to do, if I received amounts or so, I am not to deliver anything until 
I get in touch with Mr. Kalmbach, and throughout these-continually 
throughout. these negotiations and drops and whatever may come up, 
this was the pattern, that I would make the contact as directed, but I 
would take no action until I reported whatever was said or done to 
Mr. Kalmbach and even I would await a return call from Mr. Kalm
bach, as to whet.her to proceed or not. In this case I reported 
Mr. Caddy's message and Mr. Kalmbach said, ""\Vell," probably, 
"give me the number you are at-that is at a phone booth here in 
"\Vashington. I will get back to you." 

Mr. LENZNER. Did he call you back'? 
Mr. ULAsEWICZ. My recollection is he did. He called me back and I 

think in this instance it was, "Call Mr. Caddy a~;ain." And this might 
have been an hour or so later. I called Mr. Caddy again and we got 
nowhere as far as any costs, I am now picturing that I am going to de
liver the $75,100 which I have under mv arm and he is not going along 
with it, and so-- -

Mr. LENZNER. You had the money with you on that date~ 
l\lr. ULASEWICZ. Oh, yes. 
l\f r. LENZNF.R. How did you carry it on that date? 
Mr. liLASEWICZ. I carried it in a brown bag with, you know, the 

ordinary type of-with a little string around it. You know, sometimes 
carrying what is most obvious doesn't raise any suspicion, carrying 
an armed box would ask for trouble. -

l\-Ir. LENZXER. You were just carrying your lunch '? 
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Mr. Ur.ASE\VICZ. Carrying my lunch. 
Mr. LEXZXER . .All right . 
.Ml'. Uiu\SEwrcz. Ne\:ertheless, I got to, back to Mr. Kalmbach. This 

was a series of calls . Then somewhere in there, .Mr. Caddy suggested 
that I shottld come up to the oflice, that they would have, where there 
was a corridor, a separate office, and we would not be observed, et 
cetera. So then, that I had to report back to }fr. Kalmbach. 

I think these calls might have been going Californiawide by now, 
I am not too certain . Then he would attempt to get back to me. How
ever, there was a delay ... c\.pparently , he could not reach whomever he 
was attempt.u1g to reach, the communications were not there for 
some reason or other. 

Then I probably went back to the city-the final result being that 
that was it with )fr. Caddy. ,Yene,·er did meet. 

Mr. LL,ZXER. At some point , did Mr; Kalmbach tell you to drop 
the whole Caddv business? 

)fr. L usEwrcz. Yes. 
Mr. LEXZXER. I take it you were having these conversations phone 

booth to phone booth between yourself and )Ir. Kalmbach? 
Mr. ULASEwrcz. That. is correct.. 
Mr. LENZXER. ·were you loaded down with change, )fr. Ulasewicz? 
Mr. ULAsEw1cz. Oh. ves. indeed. 
Mr. LEXZXER. How ciid j.·ou carry that change? 
Mr. U LASEwrcz. ,Vhen I sL',rted out, I started with a kind of little 

box deal. ,Vhen I finished up, I had a bus guy's, one of these things 
that the bus drfrers have. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LENZNER. After you got back to New York, did you again receive 
instructions from Mr. Kalmbach? . 

Mr .. ULASEw1cz. Yes. Just about the time it ended with Caddy, 
which we got nowhere, and I still had the $i5,100, I ,vas asked to call 
.Mr. O'Brien, using the name of John Rivers. 

Mr. LENZNER. Did you call him? 
Mr. Ur..a\SEWICZ. I ·called Mr. O'Brien, received a very tart kind of 

brushoff response, and that was the end of that conversation. It was 
one phone call. He showed no interest in any script, players, or any 
type of message that I would give. 

Mr. LENZNER. You were given the same instructions by Mr. Kalm
bach to talk about a script, a scenario, the players? 

i\Ir. U LASEwrcz. Yes. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you call )Ir. Kalmbach again, telephone booth to 

telephone booth? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I did. 
Mr. LENZXER. And tell him--
Mr. ULASEwrcz. I told him exactly as I have related here. 
Mr. LENZNER. Diel he come back again with other instructions? 
Mr. ULASEWicz. He came back , g::we me another person to call-

it was not a person-he gave me a telephone number this time , no 
name involved. To the best of my recollection, when I called and it 
was answered, the fellow would be expecting a call, give the name of 
Mr. John Rivers or whatever name-it would have to be Rivers, I 
1magme. 

Mr. LENZNER. ·where was the number? 

(212) 



14.2 ANTHONY ULASEWIC:Z TESTIMONY, JULY 181 1973, 6 SSC 2222-271 2256-57 

2225 

Mr. Ut.ASEWICZ. Washingt-0n, D.C., area. And I may have called 
from the city of New York at that time, because running around 
·with $75,100, trying to get rid of it was becomirig a problem. 

So I called the number and he said to me, you can talk to the 
writer's wife. And I said to him, well, as far as the writer's wife, I 
do not have a phone number. He said, why don't you do what I have 
to do. look in the phone book? So that was the end of that conversa
tion, because that was apparently another one we were not going to 
get anywhere with . 

.Mr. LENZNER. Did you report that back to Mr. Kalmbach? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I called Mr. Kalmbach again. All of these were 

precluded. I had to call and wait for a comeback. I began to call them 
Kalmbach comeback ca1Is. [Laughter.] 

So that was that. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you get further instructions from :Mr. Kalmbach~ 
Mr. ULAsEWicz. Yes. I then was instructed to call Mr. Bittman in 

"\Vashington, who I understood was an attorney. 
irr. LEXZNER. ·what instructions did you have :to talk to him? 
}Ir. ULAsEw1cz. The same thing, the cost of the script, the writer, 

get what the attorney fees-not the attorney fees at this point. The 
cost of the script, the players, et cetera. 

Mr. LENZNER. You were using the same namei, :Mr. Rivers~ 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I believe so, yes. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you call Mr. Bittman? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I did. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you speak to him~ 
Mr. ULASEWicz. I spoke to Mr. Bittman and I recall that in the 

first conversation, Mr. Bittman said, "Well, I understand." He was 
expecting a call. He said, "Well, this is very umisua1.n He said some
thing like, I do. not know if you are an attorney, but an attorney 
does not anticipate fees and costs in this manner. 
. I said, "vVell, I am instructed not to negotiate iin any manner. I un
derstood that you would have a figure" and I told him that I am 
prepared at this time if we can get down to this, because at this 
point, I still wanted to get rid of all those cookies, $75,100. 

And he brought in the situation that-he was not prepared at that 
time, something was not according to the way he liked. I so reported 
to Mr. Kalmbach, received my call back from Mr. Kalmbach. He told 
me again to call and contact l\Ir. Bittman. 

Now, this is sorne period of time passes by. Mr. Bittman said, all 
right., his initial fee ·would be $25,000. _ . 

Mr. LENZNER. ·what period of time, Mr. Ulasewicz. are we talking 
about? 

Mr. ULASEWicz. This would be around July 8 to the 10th, in that 
period of time. · 

Mr. LENZXER. Yon are talking now about vour discussions with )Ir. 
Rittman? ~ 

Mr. ULAsEwrcz. With ~fr. Bittman, correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. And did yon call Mr. Kalmbach and tell him )fr. 

Bittman had indicated he wanted an initial fee of $25,000? 
Mr. PLASEwrcz. I did. 

(213) 

35-905 (Pt. 1) 0 - 74 - 15 



14,2 ANTHONY ULASEWICZ TESTIMONY. J UL.Y 18 , 1973, 6 SSC 2222-27, 2256-5? 

2226 

:i\fr.-LEXZXER. 1Vhat was )fr. Kalmbach's response? 
:i\Ir. UL.\81,;w1cz. He said to ueliver it to )fr. Bittman in any manner 

I Sl.LW fit. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did he give you any instructions about not being seen 

by Mr. Bittman? · 
:Mr. ULASEw1cz. Oh, yes; those came in after the Cacldv call, that 

somehow conrnrsations were arranged that I \\·onld not 1;ow be seen 
by anybody, to do the money without being observed, in a confidential 
manner . 

.:\fr. L1-:xzx1m. That was )fr. Kalml..iach's instrnctions to vou? 
Mr. GL.\SEWICZ. Right. • 
)fr. LEXZXRR. Now, you expressed some concern about carrying this 

amount of money around with you. How were you traveling during 
this period of time? · 

)fr. UwsEwrcz. By airplane, Eastern Airlines shuttle, usually. 
)Ir. LExzxrn. Did you ernr change your mode of tnwel? Did yon 

have a problem on the plane? 
Mr. ULASEw1cz. ·well, there was a period of time, of course, ''"ith 

the hijacks and all-they started a searching system on the airlines 
and that was a little prnblem. I got in line one time to come back
when I had the problem, it would be only $50,000 at this time .. A fel
low in front of me, t.wo or three persons in front of me stopped and 
had to produce-I think four packs of cigarettes 01· something, set off 
the alarm. So I went into a coughing fit and I went down to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad and took the train home. .. 

Mr. LENZNER. \VeH, now, you arranged, as I understand it, )Ir. 
Ulasewicz, to fur,nish .Mr. Bittman with $25,000 for the script. 1Yas 
that the end of the conversation? 

l\Ir. UI,;\SEwrcz. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. And how did you arra11ge to deliver that money? 
1\Ir: ULAsEwrcz. I contacted l\fr. Bittman right from the lobby of 

his office there. I spoke with him and I told him that I had the cash. 
Prior to that, I went out to a drugstore in the area, bought a couple 
of envelopes and some scotch tape, and I had to count out $25 from 
that $75,100-$25,000 from the $75,100 original, which I did, and I put 
it into a plain kraft brown envelope. 

I called Mr. Bittman from the Jobby of his building. There are two 
or three phone booths. On one side of the phone booth was a ledge 
with the phone books and I called l\Ir. Bittman . 

.Mr. LENZNER. Mr. Ulasewicz, if I may interrupt you, could you now 
approach the easel and tell me if yon can identify this first photo
graph? 

Now, you started to describe, :Mr. Flasewicz, where you left us, is 
that the lobby of the building? 

Jlr. ULASEwxcz. Yes [78]*, this is the lobby, these are the phone 
booths, these are elevators going to either side, and that is Ulasewicz 
right there. 

Mr. LENZNER. Very good. ,v ould you now indicate on the photo
graph where you called from and what happened after that? 

l\fr. UL.\si,;wrcz. I ca lled from this telephone booth [indicating] to 
Mr. Bittman and told him that I had the delivery and that would. he 

*Figures In brackets Indicate exhibit numbers being referr ed to. Exhibits appear on 
pp. 222S-2230 . . 
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come right down and that it would be on the ledge at. it,he telephone 
booth. 

Kow, this gentleman is standing where the ledge is. There are two or 
three or four telephone books and there is a ledge above, a kind of space. 
I told him it would be a brown sack and that the money would be lying 
right there, would he come right clown, if he walk right through and 
pick it up and go back to the elevator, I would be satisfied. 

l\Ir. LENZNER Now, thereafter, did an individual come down on the 
elevator~ 

Mr. Uw.sEw1cz. "\Ve had a description of clothing as I phoned, as I 
recall, that he would be wearing a brown suit or something at that time. 

:i\fr. LEXZNER. Did somebody come clown wearing those clothes~ 
Mr. Uu.sEwrcz. Yes. 
:Ur. LEl'<ZNER. 1-Vhere were you at that time? 
}fr . GLASEWICZ. I was in a telephone booth. I had it half shut. There 

was another person in a booth. These booths on weekdays are very 

L hea. vily use. d. There is a newsstand sect. ion in front. There is quite a 
bit of traffic ~m a ·weekday. This was taken on a Saturday afternoon. 

He came right out of this elevator, the first elevator, and walked 
right over, picked it up, walked right back in, and ,vent up. 

, Mr. LENZNER. Now, .:Mr. Ulasewicz, rather than having you go back 
and forth several times between the table and the easel, l would like 
to go ahead and continue, if it is OK, and have you describe other 
contacts that you made with individuals you furnished with money. 

Did there come a time lafor when Mr. Kalmbach instructed vou to 
furnish funds to :Mrs. Hunt? -

.Mr. ULAsEwrcz. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you have a conversation with :Mrs. Hunt ,vhere 

you arranged to furnish her with some funds? -
Mr. U LASEWicz. Yes, I did. 
:\Ir. LEXZNER. \Vould you just describe what you told her, as to how 

she could pickup her money? 
Mr. ULASEWicz. I told Mrs. Hunt that at a certain time in a day, and 

I . picked an hour, to come into the lounge of the American Airlines, 
which is a long lounge area, leading right through the building. There 
are ticket desks on one side, seats in the center and it is a very busy area. 
And at the center of that, she should check with the time on a large 
clock, so it would be almost exactly at that time. It would be 12 noon 
and if she saw 5 to 12, to go back out and come back at that time. 

She followed instructions explicitly. 
In the meantime, whatever drop I would have at the time, I \vould 

put in this particular locker and take the key. [79] * And just before, 
when I pulled up with the instructions, now, 5 minu~ before I knew 
she was coming, there was opposite, ,and about .25 :feet away, across 
from North west Orient Airlines, there is a series of telephone booths, 
five or six booths [81]*, and there is a newsstand across and there is a 
bit of traffic. 

Before making the arrangements, I spent some time observing the 
telephone booths and of all the booths, watching people going in and 
out, the most I saw in one for some reason, people didn't use the very 
end one. So that is the reason I used that and left the key. 

So ;) minutes prior to the time I would tell her to come, I would go 
into this telephone booth and underneath where the coin drop is, I 

•J,'i;.:llr l's In brackets ind!cnte exhibit numbers being referred to . Exhibits 11ppe11r oo 
pp. :!22S---~230. 
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r 
. Senator Gummy. You never asked her what she was going to do with 
It? 

~fr. ULASEWICZ. No, sir. 
Senator GuRNEY. This $25,000 to Mr. Bittman, as I recall, that was 

the only payment you made to any of the attorneys directly, is that 
correct? 

)fr. ULASEwrcz. That is correct, sir. 
Senator Gu~x~Y. ·well now, this is a rather unique way of paying 

attorneys' fee, IS it not'? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Yes, sir; it is a way. 
Senator GuRXEY. Did Mr. Bittman express any surprisP at this 

method of getting his fee 1 
Mr. UL.\SEWICZ. Oh, yes, in the initial conversation he probably said 

something that it was unusual, and I said "'VeU, howeveI;, those are 
my instructions" and then I made a call and relayed his message and 
I was told "No, it will be accepted." When I called back, )fr. Bittman 
agreed to take it. 

Senator GunxEY. 1Vould you go into that a little further, the dis
cussion about how his figure came up and how this attorney fees was 
going to be paid? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. Well, when I spoke to Mr. Bittman he told me that 
it was the first conversation, that it was an unusual manner to discuss 
lawyers' fees, that you don't know about how much expenses will be 
entailed, and he started to go into appeals could come in, and I said 
""\Vell, I have no knowledge of this, I am told that you would have a 
figure and I am prepared to deliver that figure." I was thinking in 
terms of the $75,100 which I brought with me. 

Senator GURNEY. What did he say to that when you asked him or said 
to him, "I was told'you were going to name a figure." 

Mr. ULAsEWicz. He said "1Vell," he said, "No, let me/' something to 
the effect, "Let me get back or get back to me," and I relayed the mes
same to Mr. Kalmbach, and after a period of time-

Senator GURNEY. He said "Get back to him later." 
l\Ir. ULAsEw1cz. Yes; he said to discuss it or he indicated something' 

that he was not taking it at that time. He was not going to accept the 
money in that manner at that time. 

Senator GURXEY. He did name a figure of $25,000? 
Mr. ULASEW1cz. Finally he named a $25,000 figure in the next to the 

last conversation. 
Senator GURNEY. ,,11w didn't he want to get into the business of tak

ing it or arranging for the taking it at that time. He was perfectly will
ing to negotiate the fee with vou, is that correct 1 

Mr. u LASEWICZ. He did not negotiate with me and I think that is the 
answer to the first question, he had to go back and negotiate a fee with 
either his client or somebody else, and then he seemed, then he gave me 
the figure. I think he negotiated with his client or-- · 

Senator GURNEY. '\Yell, yon say he negotiated with his client and 
gave you the figure yon mean in another phone conversation? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. in whatever manner they were dealing with his 
client, I don't know. 

Senator GURNEY. Let's go back here, you called him on the phone'? 
Mr. Ur,AsEw1cz. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. A11d the purpose of yourcalling him on the phone 

was to find ont what he want('d for a fee, isn't that right? 
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lfr. U LASEw1cz. That is correct. But it ,vasn't-yes, it was the cost 
of a script, of course, which was a subterfuge and he didn't come up 
with a number at all. He didn't come up ,vith a figure, I so reported to 
Mr. Kalmbach. Mr. Kalmbach says all right I will get back to you, he 
got back and he says call him agam. This might be a day or it might be 
an hour, I don't . recall which. I call :Mr. Bittman back, and he ·would 
start in· that convc~rsation with, "'Yell, you know, a flat fee is very 
unusual thing and all'' and I said "'\Yell, I have no control over that, I 
am prepared fol' a figm·e, for a figme, for the cost of a script ." And I 
would repeat the whole thing and he says ""\Yell," he says "Can you get 
bac.:k to mef' I says h_.:\ll right" and I report ed that to )fr. Kalmbach . . 

Senator Gun~EY. That is the recond conversati on? 
Mr. Ft...\S}:wrcz. Second con-\ersnt ion. I think I had four conversa

tion3 or fiye with ~Ir. Bittma:i, and then finu.lly he mentioned that he 
woulcl aceept the money and he gaxe me the figure of_$25,000. . . 

Senator GuRNiff. Finallv on the fourth conversation he ment.ioned 
a figure'! • · 

~Ir. U r.AsEwrcz. That is correct, sir. 
Senator GuR-XEY. ~\.ncl he hadn't mentioned any figure before that? 
~fr. lJL.\SEWICZ. No, sir. · 
Senator GrnXEY. All this other business is horsing around1 
Mr. U LAREW I CZ. Yes, sir. 
Senator GunNF.Y.Wby? · · 
l\Ir. lTL.\SEWl( :z. 1 think he had to straighten it out with his client 

or with somebody is the only thin~ I ean assume. 
Senator GURNEY. All right, now we arrive at a figure of $25,000. 

Then what happen ed? 
Mr. ULASEw1cz. I placed the $:25,000 in a.n enrnlope. 
Senator GuRNEY. '\Yell. hold off now. 
Mr. lTusEWICZ. I repented to Kalmbach. I re,ported the figure to 

Kalmbach. My instructions were J never was to ¢ve anything until 
finally I reported and got the OK from Mr. Kalmbach. I reported 
to. Mr. Kalmbach and he got back to me and said "OK, deliwr the 
money." .. . 

Senator GenNEY. Incidentally, in these phone calls with Mr. Kahn
c bach, while yon were-I will not use the word-negotiatmg-talking 

to :Mr. Bittmnn on the phone. what. was his reaction about all this 
time spent in phone eonversatioi1s with Bit.trna.n? 

Mr. Uusr:w1cz. No particular reaction. I think it was agreeable 
to him, or he "·as trying to make his mind up as to ·what kind of a fee. 

Senat::ir GuRNEY. '\Vas he cn.lling anybody about this, do you know? 
l\Ir. U LASEw1cz. Oh, I assume he was, yrs, sir. 
Senator GunNEY. Did he tell vou '? 
l\Ir. ULAS1<~w1cz. No, sir. • 
Senator GURNEY. Now we get to how it is going to be paid. ,vould 

L vou describe that i -
·:. :Ir·, lJLASEWICZ. Yes; the mann er of payri1ent was I would place 
l;i2;,,;0l10 m a brown clasp em·elope. 

Senator GURNEY. I know that. NO\v let us o-o back to catchin()' that. 
·You arrive at a figure and that bi()' hurdle is ~ -e •. Yon must ha-~e told 
Mr. Bittman something ab~ut hO\tyou wt>re going to make this contact. 

Mr. l,LAsmncz. I told lum I "·ould get back to him. be~'ause I ha,cl 
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assurances were given us freely, without any req~ests on our 

part or any stipulation that a plea.of .one sort.or. anotaer 

would be made by at least myself- I cannot speak for the 

other defendants. 

It was certainly an assu.~ption on my part that the 

option, all options were open tc me and all legal expenses 

would.be paid. 

There came. a time when I believe I was in Mr. Bittman's 
/ 

offlce and an anonymous delivery of fu}1ds was made. • 
May I qonsult counsel with reg~,,rd to the c~r6nology of 

these partiqular events? 

to 

Mr. Hamilton. Please·. 

Mr; Hunt. I am prepared to~ontinue 

Mr. Dash. No,·no, go ahead~ 

unless you want 

Mr. Hunt. Let me go back •\ little for chronology's 

sake~ r Sometime in July, I would es\imate within~ two to three 

weeks of the time I had initially retained Hr. Bittman, f'!r. 

.BitL~an informed me had received an envelope 

containing $25,000 which he understood·was to be applied to 

legal fees for my representation. 

Hr. Dash. Is that not related in any way to the early 

discussions, these calls from 1·1r. Rivers to J•trs. Hunt?otr 
Mr·. Hunt .. Mr. Bittman received ·a call from a gentleraan 
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identifying himself as ~ r .. Riv e rs. What the mechan ic s of the 

o f. that. Suffice it. to say _that M:::-. Bit.~-nan c.id inf or r.'.. .::e 

of the receipt of . $25,000 wh ich would be ap?lied in ~yrehal::. 

Mr. Dash. About when t.;ras this? 

Mr. Hunt~ Before the end of July . 

Mr. Bittman. For the record, thE~ precise date was Ju~y 7. 

f I do not know exactly when ·it was I informed · Hr. Hunt, but 

~t ·must ·have be en· on · or about · that date. 

.Mr. Dash. I think·you·have said, · I · want you-to continue, 

but · at · this·point I think your sort of anony mous -benefactors 

or- .arionyrnous supporters had · assured . support. ·I do not know 

whether · I was out of the room- whe.'1 this was . discu~sed. 

You did mention at one point that Hrs. Hunt sometime 

1.n June, was it, did go to the com.nittee and· .speak to Hr .• . 

O'B :rien and Hr. Parkinson? 

·Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir, I covered that. 

Mr. Dash. Was it never clear to you ,or through no 

pe r son by n2.;--:1e as to who in fact was making any assura::1ces? 

Mr. Hunt. No, sir. 

M .. r. Dash. How were the assuranc e s made? Was the 

first knowle2ge of the assurances the £Get that Mr. Rivers 

Mr. Bit t ~ Rn . C~n I? 

l·Lr: . Dash. Yes~ 
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15. In mid-July 1972, upon instructions from Kalmbach, Ulasewicz 

delivered $40,000 to Howard Hunt's wife for the benefit of the Watergate 

defendants and $8,000 to Gordon Liddy by sealing these monies in unmarked 

envelopes and placing them in lockers at Washington National Airport. 

These payments were made from the funds Kalmbach previously had obtained 

from Stans and delivered to Ulasewicz. In the usual situation in making 

such deliveries to Mrs. Hunt, Ulasewicz informed Kalmbach of the amount 

requested, and Kalmbach in turn discussed the amount with Dean or LaRue, 

and then instructed Ulasewicz to make the delivery in a specified amount. 

Page 

15.1 Anthony Ulasewicz testimony, 6 SSC 2227, 
2231-36 ... ......................................... 222 

15.2 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2102, 
2140-42 . ........................................... 229 

15.3 Memorandum from Dorothy Hunt t•:> William O. 
Bittman, October 2, 1972 (received from SSC) ••••••• 233 

(221) 



1S.1 ANTHONY ULASEWICZ TESTIMONY, JULY 181 19731 6 SSC 22271 2231-36 

2227 

· come right down an<l that it ,vould be on the ledge at the telephone 
booth. 

Now, this gentleman is standing where the ledge is. There are two or 
three or four telephone books and there is a ledge above, a kind of space. 
I told him it ,voufd be a brown sack and that the money would be lying 
right there, would he come right down, if he walk right through and 
pick it up and go back to the elevator, I would be satisfied. 

l\Ir. LENZNER. Now, thereafter, did an individual come down on the 
elevator? 

Mr. ULAsEwrcz. We had a description of clothing as I phoned, as I · 
reeall, that he would be wearing a brown suit or something at that time. 

11r. LENZNER. Did somebody come down wearing those clothes 1 
Mr. U LASEwrcz. Yes. 
~Ir. LENzNER. Where were you at that time? 
Mr. UL.\SEwrcz. I was in a telephone booth. I had it half shut. There 

w.as another person in a booth. These booths on weekdays are very 
heavily used. There is a newsstand section in front. There is quite a 
bit of traffic on a weekday. This was taken on a. Saturday afternoon. 

He came right out of this elevator, the first elevator, and walked 
right over, picked it up, walked right back in, and went up. 

Mr. LENzNER. Now, Mr. Ulasewicz, rather than having you go back 
and forth several times between the table and the easel, l would like 
to go ahead and continue, if it is OK, and have you describe other 

r contacts that you made with individuals you furnished with money. 
Did there come a time later when Mr. Kalmbach instructed you to 

furnish funds to Mrs. Hunt? 
Mr. UusEwicz. Yes, that is correct. · 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you have a conversation with Mrs. Hunt where 

you arranged to furnish her with some funds~ 
Mr. U LASEwrcz. Yes, I did. · 

· 1fr. LENZNER. ·would you just describe what you told her, as to how 
she. could pick up her money? 

Mr. Uu.sEwrcz. I told Mrs. Hunt that at a certain time in a day, and 
I picked an hour, to come into the lounge of the American Airlines, 
which is a long lounge area, leading right through the building. There 
are ticket desks on one side, seats in the center and it is a very busy area. 
And -at the center of that, she should check with the time on a large 
clock, so it would be almost exactly at that time. It would be 12 noon 
and if she saw 5 to 12, to go back out and come back at that time. 

She followed instructions explicitly. 
In the meantime, whatever drop I would have at the time, I would 

put in this particular locker and take the key. [79]* And just before, 
when I pulled up with the instructions, now, 5 minutes before I kne.w 
she was coming, there was opposite, and about 25 ieet away, across 
from Northwest Orient Airlines, there is a series of telephone booths, 
five or six booths [81]*, and there is a newsstand across and there is a 
bit of traffic. · 

Before making the arrangements, I spent some time observing the 
telephone booths and of all the booths, watching people going in and 
out, the most I saw in one for some reason, people didn't use the very 
end one.0 So that is the reason I used that and left the key. 

So 5 minutes prior to the time I would tell her to come, I wo'tlld go 
into this telephone· booth and underneath where the coin drop is, I 

•Fh:nres In brackets Indicate exhibit numbers being referred to. Exhibits appear on 
pp. •)•)•) s- •)•J 30. 
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wonld t'>cotch tap e the key to the locker where I macle my drop . [80]"' 
. Then l woul<l leave that area. and either go by the ne,\·sstand oppo

site or-this would be where the phone booth would be. This is a lounge, 
whPrc she would be coming through in this direction. [81]* This is a 
window for airplane observation by the public, et cetera, trnd I would 
probably Ot' in this area, walk there, would be a little further behind, 
where I could watch the booth. Her directions were the 5-ame thing, 
clon:t hesitate, go right ·into the booth, remove the key, go to the locker. 
The locker would be 25 feet, I guess, or so across the corridor. 

l\Ir . LE~z::-.ER. N' ow, before she arrived on the first occasion, did you 
also ha rn a clescri pt ion of her, the clothes she was going to wear? 

)fr. L LA::'EW'ICZ. Yes; she mentioned that day she would be wearing a 
blue outfit . and I think she said her hair in a clip back off the 
shoulders. · 

l\Ir. LE::-;z),t:R. Kow, I believe on )fay 19 of this year, when we went 
out to that phone booth with you, there was some scotch tape under
neath that telephone box? 

l\Ir. UusE\VICZ. That is correct. 
)Ir. LE~ZXER. X ow, did you observe her on the first occasion come 

by. pick up the key, and go over to the box, which I think is N-301, 
and remove funds that you had left there l 

}fr. Uw.sEw:rcz_ That is correct. 
:\Ir. LE..._,ZXER. Did you see her do tha.t on other occasions~ 
)Ir. U W..SEW"Icz. On two other occasions. · 
)Ir. LExz:-."'E.R. :Xow, the first occasion, how much monev did you 

leave in that box? ~ 
)fr. Uw.SEW'ICZ. $-!-0,000. 
l\Ir. LExzxn. The second occasion 1 
Mr. LLASEwrcz . I "'ill just refer to the notes. 
?-.Ir. LE:-.zxER. Sure. 
l\fr. UusEWicz. I mentioned there was one occasion that )Ir. Hunt 

came . I mentioned actually there were fottr drops to the Hunts. 
Mr. LE:sz:-.'"'ER. Four drops .to the Hunts-three to )Irs. Hunt n.nd one 

to Mr. Hunt 1 
~:!:~. T_7w.s~z. T.h.a..t is correct. There were !~.000 the second time. 

S!.8..,.QOO the third, and S~;t500 on the last occasion';which was :Septem.:. 
her 19. 

Mr . LENZXER •. All right~ sir. Now, I take it you had the telephofl:e 
booth under observation from the lounge after you left the key until 
at some point when :.\Irs. Hunt picked up the key l 

:.\Ir. rLASEWICZ. Correct. 
)fr. LE::-.zc1rER.. ·what if someone had come iii and found that, Mr. 

U1asewicz, while you werewatching1 ·. 
)fr. FL.\SEW"ICZ. ·wen, he would be very quickly relieved of th at key. 

I think that is the best I can answer. 1V1w put myself in that position? 
:Thfr. LE~z~r:R. I take it that was the Purpose of keeping the booth 

under obserrntion 1 . 
Mr. F LASEWICZ. Correct. 
1Ir. LEXZXER. Did there come a. time wnen .. von were instructed bv 

:\fr. Kalmbach to deliver funds to }fr. Liddy·? ~ • 
.:\[r. LL .\::;Ewrcz. Correct. 
}fr. LExz:-.i::i:. Do you remember ~tpproximatcly when that wa;:;? 

• F!/.:i:rP~ In braek..t ., luilkatl' cxhihlt nu111h;,rs bl'in~ r .. {~rr~tl to . Exhlblts ap, •Par on 
pp. 2~:?,~2:!::o. · 
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Mr. ULASEWICZ. That was in ,July of 1972. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you contact Mr. Liddy and give him instructions 

as to how that money would be delivered? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I did. 
Mr. LENZNER. How much was that, by the way~ 
Mr. U LASEw1cz. $8,000. 
:Mr. LEXZNER. All right, sir. Now, will you explain what vou told 

fuW~I . 
Mr. ULASEWicz. I contacted Mr. Liddy. I had taken the phone num

ber from Mrs. Hunt. She had made those arrangements, saying they 
needed money, and Kalmbach came back to me, delivered the money, 
$78,000. In that conversation, he started, and it was the only one I had 
with him, he started on that occasion, started saying somethina 
about-again he thought I was in policymaking or some contact-and 
he said, "You can check with anyone and the stand-up guy," et cetera. 
I said, ":.\Ir. Liddy, I am only delivering something in the package.'' 
He said "OK". 

1Ye made arrangements and in this instance, I placed the money in 
the locker at this end of the lobby and at the end of the lobby, the 
main area, where Eastern Airlines comes in here. [85]* I placed the 
money in the bottom locker. (82]* I placed the key in -an envelope and 
placed it on a ledge here by the window (83]* and myself in a. position 
back to observe, much in this fashion. 

Mr. LENzNER. ·what is next to the travel-
Mr. ULAsEw1cz. Next to the Mutual~ 
]\fr. LENZNER. Insurance. 
Mr. U LASE"-''ICZ. Insurance situation here. 
Mr. LENZNER . .A:11 right. 
Mr. ULAsEw1cz. Then he came in and did ,as instnicted, told him he 

would be wearing a shirt of some description. He came in, walked by 
me an9- he proceeded up-there is a flight of stairs which lead to an 
upper deck, and I watched him from up here [841*, and I lost sight of 

L 
him, he had gone into a corridor leading in here and he probably 
th~1ght that there were lockers in this area, and he went, however, he 
came back in maybe 30 seconds or so, and looking at his key opened the 
thing and took the money. 

Mr. LENZNER. N °'v did there come a time when you were asked to 
deliver money to Mr. Fred LaRue by Mr. Kalmbach? 

Mr. U LASEWICZ. Yes. · 
Mr. LENZNER. Was that in September of 19721 
Mr. ULASEWicz. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. And approximately how much was that? . 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. $29,900. 
Mr. LENZNER. What arrangements did you make with .:Mr. LaRue 

to deliver those funds? 
Mr. UusEw1cz. The instructions at that time from l\fr. Kalmbach 

were there were two deliveries that day, one earlier to Mrs. Hunt in 
a manner as I describect and the second one to Mr. La.Rue-shall I go 
into the entire conversation at this point? 

Mr. LENZNER. Sure, go ahead. 

•Figures In brackets indicate exhibit numbers being referred to. Exhibits appear on 
pp. 2228-2230. 
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Mr. ULASEWICZ. Mr. LaRue, l\Ir. Kalmbach said, gave me a tele-
phone number and said, "Contact l\Ir. LaRue at 6 p.m. and )Ir. LaRue 

· lives in the vVatergate apartments,'' which, of course, was a. little sur
prise to me, and now ,ve are back into the 'YV'ater;:{ate deal [laughter] 
and he said to le,1 ve, Mr. LaRne suggested that I learn the package 
at the desk and I said to l\Ir. Kalmbach that at no point lw.ve I been 
observed and I have been obeying the instructions as best as I know 
how and I certainly am not going to walk in an<l leave it at the desk 
because that is a third party. He said, "All right, handle it any way 
you want. as usual," et cetera.. 

·what I did is there is a garage opposite where 1fr. LaRue lived in 
the 1Vatergate, his entrance had one telephone Looth and it was very
it ,rns being used quite a bit-so I dicln:t. go there but I hated to go to 
where I did go, which was the Howard ,Johnson Hotel acro:35 from 
1Vatergate which was used in the original situa.tion and that is where 
I wound up. 

I placed the key, I called Mr. LaRue, and asked him to come clown, 
I had a. package, he was waiting the call-ti p.m. exactly, he was 
awaiting the call and he says fine, he would be right down. I had never 
met )fr. LaRue. I asked him to put two magazines under his arm, 
come across the street, come into the motel entrance and the money 
would be on the ledge in the motel. . 

1v11en he came out, it is a wide street, I watched him through the 
motel window here [86]* and he had two magazines. He stopped 
at the island because of heavy traffic, when he stepped off the island 
he was now approaching, I laid the money on the ledge int.he envelope 
and I proceeded through a door back to the cigarette machines and I 
conld see him come in, pick up the money, hesitate a. moment, go right 
out and go hack, back to his apartment. . · 

Thfr. LENZNER. So you had the money and him under observation 
until such time as he picked it up? 
., Mr. ULAsEwicz. That is correct. r Mr. LENZNER. Thank you very much, :Mr. Ulasewicz. 

Can you return now to the table and we will go back and pick up 
some more of your conversations with l\Irs. Hunt. . -

Now, after you delivered your $25,000 to Mr. Bittman, did you so 
advise Mr. Kalmbach that you had made that delivery 1 

Mr. ULAsEw1cz. I did. 
Mr. LENzNER. Now, after that, did you receive another phone call 

from Mr. Kalmbach instructing you to contact the writer or the writer's 
wife? 

Mr. ULASEWicz. Yes, and he gave me the telephone number to the 
writer's residence. 

Mr. LENZNER. 1Vho were you to call on that first occasion'? 
Mr. lJLASEWICZ. The writer, who would be :.Mr. H1u1t. 
Mr. LENZNER. And did you have any instructions? "\vnat were you 

supposed to say to him·? 
Mr. Uus.Kwrcz. That a listing of the cost of the script and the same 

routine, the actors and who may be concerned in that show. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you call the number that )fr. Kalmbach had given 

you? 
Mr. ULASEwrcz. No. The telephone number? 
Mr. LENZNER. Yes. 
Mr. ULAsE,vrcz. Yes, I did call. 

•F!g-ures In brackets Indicate exhibit numbers being- referred to. Exhibits appear on 
pp. :!22S....2230. 
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Mr. LENZNER. Did you have a conversation-did you ask for the 
writer and talk to somebody out there'? · 

Mr. ULASEWicz. Yes, I spoke to a male whom I assumed was the 
writer. He was evasive and wouldn't recognize my call in any way, 
and that was the end of that call, and I got back to Mr. Kalmbach who 
then-I had to await a return call, and the return call was to call 
again-and that if the writer's wife, ask for the writer's wife which, 
of course, was Mrs. Hunt. 

Mr. LENZNER. Did you oall and ask for the writer's wife and talk 
to somebody? 

Mr. ULASEWicz. I did, and she answered the phone. 
Mr. LENZNER. And you identified yourself as Mr. Rivers? 
Mr. ULASEWicz. Right. 
Nlr.LENZNER.And what-
Mr. ULASEw1cz. She was expecting the call so that the contact was 

first made at this point with :Mrs. Hunt. , 
Mr. LExz~-rn. Could you describe the conversations that you had 

with Mrs. Hunt? 
Mr. ULASE,ncz. Yes. I told her that I was calling regarding the 

fi¥'11res and ~Irs. Hunt stated that she started with a list of necessities 
or attorneys, attorney fees, and she went into the persons down, refer
ring to people down South, with the necessity for aid. 

Mr. LENZNER. I take it, Mr. ffiasewicz, you had a series of phone 
conversations during July of 1972 with Mrs. Hunt~ 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. ·well, can you tell the committee the substance of 

what those conversations concerned? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Initially, Mrs. Hunt was-when she went into fig

ures-I would inform her that I am not to negotiate, I was simply in a 
position to deliver whatever was necessary. However, she injected her
self continually and earry feeling that I would pass a message on· or 
something of that type. She started out initally in the early conversa
tion requesting rather th:an demanding or building up, but she would 
mention-she started with herself, the fact that she had lost her own 
job due to this and that should be taken into consideration, and that 
with that there are certain things with the job that, for instance, 
hospitalization, :and whatever benefits might be there, that had been 
lost, and that she thought that perhaps $10,000 or $15,000 might
and this is no matter how many times I would try to stop her she would 
continue in with that. She said she was sure the same situation was 
occurring, and there was apparently-the calls I cannot separate com
pletely but where it started from the four instances of dropping the 
money, she started with this suggestive way and then got into it 
heavier each time. Subsequently, she would mention the necessity of, 
that Mrs. Liddy was undergoing some psychiatric treatment or might 
be undergoing, and that she was a school teacher and that she probably 
would not be able to work as a result of this and that should be another 
amount of money. 

·when she spoke of costs to Mr. Hunt, her husband, Mr. McCord, 
Mr. Liddy, she gave figures of approximately $3,000 a month would 
be satisfactory, and she had hoped that that might be done in some 
multiples so we would not go through this thing monthly, and then 
she mentioned the name of Barker and he was p~trticularly-this is in 
the four conversations, not all in this one. 
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Mr. LEXZXER. I understand. 
. Mr. UL,\SEWICZ. And it built up in that an d no matter how many 
times I ,vould say I am not negotiating, she got. her bit in~ and. of 
course, it continued in that manner. 

'When she got into Barker, she explained :\fr. Barket· had some 
peculiar proble1n in this matter, he was dealing with the people tlown 
South, that others may ha,·e become involved other than they started 
originally-there were some bail problems down South. She men
tioned that she, in the course of these conversations over this period 
of time, that she was the one. that was delivering the mone.y to the 
various people after she had obtained it from me. Then she mentioned 
Sturgis, Gonzales, 1Iartinez, and when she had mentioned Barker, she 
mentioned a sum of $10,000 for. under-the-t.a.ble, and she mentioned 
Barker with his problems and with other people suggesting that there 
were others possibly involved, and this is toward the final calls, so 
excuse me. 

)Ir. LExzxER. With reference to l\Ir. Barker let us just stick with 
him for a second. "\Vhen she made reference to him she was asking or 
seeking a specific snm of money, is that correct? 

)fr. U LASEwrcz. Yes, with Mr. Barker. 
l\Ir; LEXZXER. Yes, sir. 
)fr. ULASEwrcz. She was asking a sum of mone y which wound up to 

$2!},000. 
)fr. LENZXER. How did she break that down? . 
)fr. ULASEwrcz. She broke it down $10,000 bail, $10,000 under-the

table, and $3,000 for other expenses he was incurring with ~ither com
ing up in this area and going back down or suggesting something of 
that type. 

l\fr. LExz .. xEn. Then, when she spoke about her own expenses for
I take it, travel for delivering these funds 1 

Mr. lhAsEwrcz. Right. 
. Mr. LEXZNER. How much was she seeking for that? 

l\Ir. UL.ASEWICZ. $5,000 for her personal expenses. 
l\Ir. LExzxER. '\Vhen she talked about her travels, did she also dis

cuss with you her concern about the people clown South and what as
surances they might be given? 

l\fr. ULASEwrcz. She wanted to, she was concerned that they receive 
money likewise for the support of their families and for attorneys. 
· l\Ir. LExzxER. "\,Vas there any discussion concerning the impending 

trial and its effect on the people down South 1 
l\Ir. ULASEWICZ. Yes; that some of them were getting uneasy, were 

getting nervous, and she intimated that unless the money was forth
coming that that certainly would help alleviate the situation. 

Mr. LENZXER. You spoke about multiple sums, and I take it-by 
the way you were transmitting these requests, these concerns of :Mrs. 
Hunt to Mr. Kalmbach? 

l\Ir. Ur..ASEw1cz. Continually; and no action taken until he would 
come back with an answer. 

Mr. LENZNER. And was there an ,mswcr to the multiple sums that 
Mrs. Hunt was seeking for the defendants? 

Mr. ULAsEwrcz. Yes; it was to be $15,000 to :McCord, Liddy, and 
Hunt, $6,000 to Barker, $4,000 to Sturgis, $2,000 to Gonza.les, $2,000 
to Martinez. 
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Mr. LE...""l'ZNER. And for how long a period was that to cover? 
Mr. U:LASEWICz. Five months. 
Mr. LENZNER. Now, in a later phone conversation with :\'Irs. Hunt, 

did that become a matter of concern? 
.Mr. ULAsEwrcz. Yes; she said it was causing a problem down South 

because it so happened that they were concerned because the 5 months 
ended up in a period just after the election, and from that I gathered 
they :feared that that was deliberate, and I reminded .Mrs. Hunt she 
is the one that brought this matter up and I was cutting it off and as I 
did with the negotiations and I said , "I certainly do not think that is 
any situation here that I am concerned with, you will have to stick 
with the amount, the cost of the script," and so forth. 

Mr. LENZNER. ·when you say down South, by the way, 1Ir. Ulase- · 
wicz, what are you referring to, do you know what Mrs. Hunt was 
referring to? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. The Florida area, Florida. 
l\Ir. LENZNER. Now, was there also a discussion with Mrs. Hunt 

about the attorneys in the case? 
Mr. U LASEWICZ. Yes; there was. 
l\Ir. LENZ::-.ER. vVould yon tell us what she said to you about the 

attornevs '? 
l\Ir. ULAsEwrcz. She said the attomeys, and she mentioned names 

of the defendants and their attorneys-she mentioned $25,000 for 
Bittman for Hunt. Now, this was in addition, and I do not know if 
she knew I delivered the $25,000, but she did present to me again in 
this text that Hunt and Bittman $25,000; that McCord with Lee 
Bailey, $25,000; Liddy with Maroulis, $25,000; Barker with Rothblatt, 
$25,000. The three others, each $10,000, a total of $.'30,000. ··· 

Mr. LENZNER. All right. . 
You were transmittmg again those figures to Mr. Kalmbach? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Now, v,hen you delivered your first delivery of 

$40,000 to Mrs. Hunt at National Airport, how was that figure ar
rived at? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. Mr. Kalmbach gave me that figure, and at that 

L
time, it was the only time in. these that he-in that message was to say 
a certain amount for people-and it was like a downpayment, because 
it was obvious that the $75,000 was not going to cover into what we 
were getting. · -

Mr. LENZNER. And as a result you later picked up the various loca-
tions initial fund. . 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. Additional sums . 
.Mr. LENZNER. By he way, did there come a time ,..,.hen yon totaled 

up the amounts of money that Mrs. Hunt was seekil}g? 
Mr. ULASEwrcz. vVell, it was, yes, it was in the vicinity of $-100,000 

to $450,000 . 
.Mr. LENZNER. And did you have a conversation with Mr . . Kalmbach 

concerning that figure and Mrs. Hunt's demands on you in California 
when you went to pick up the $75,000 out there? . 

Mr. ULASEWICz. Yes; that was in August, and it was the last pickup 
from Mr. Kalmbach, and shall I go through it? 

Mr. LENZNER. Yes, why don't you tell us what you said to him and 
he said to you. · 
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'

Mr. D.\SH.1fr . Ulasewi cz would use an alias? 
:\fr. ICu,:lrnACH. Yes, he would. 
l\Ir. DASH. Do you know what l\Ir. Ulascwicz' alias was during this 

transaction'? 
Mr. K .\LMBACH. Ko, I think th ere were several. 
:Mr. D,\SH. Does th e name Riversmake-
:Mr. KADIBA CH. That was one of those, yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsn. Did he suggest that name? 
Mr. KAL:lCBACH. 1Velf, I do not know whether he did or whether 

I did, but in our conversation-but. then back, I would then report to 
either l\Ir. Dean or )Ir. LaRue. who would give us the directions or 
give me the directions , I woulcl then girn Mr. Ulasewicz the direc
tions, he ,vould then make the contact with the people. 

Mr. DAsH. Under your direction your conversation would be with 
::\Ir. lJ1ase,vicz on the telephone? 

::\fr. IL\L:::.rnAcn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And they would be from telephoi1e booth to telephone 

booth. 
Mr. KADIBACH. Yes, usually. 
~fr. DASH. Could you just give me a scenario how you would contact 

l\Ir. Ula5€wicz, or how he would contact you, what one would say to 
the other, and how you would do it? 

Mr. KAL:lIBACH. ·wen, if there is a typical, and I don't know if there 
is, but it would, I would receive a call either from l\Ir. Dean or l\Ir. 
LaRue with instructions to get x amount of funds over to one of the 
defendants or- one of the attorneys. I would then call l\Ir. L"TJasewicz, 
and so inform him. 

Mr. DASH. You would call him and reach him at his home number? 
:Mr. KALMBACH. I ,vould reach him in New York at his home 

number. ' 
Mr. DASH. ·what would you tell him to do? 
Mr. KAurnACH. I would call him from a pay phone. He would then

he told me the number of another pay phone and 15 minutes later I 
wotild call him and he would be at the pay phone. 

l\f r. DASH. ·when you called him did you use a telephone credit card? 
Mr. KAL:lIBACH. No, always it was in cash and it was using a good 

number of quarters. 
l\fr. DASH. Putting a lot of quarters in the telephone as you went 

along? · 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsu. And when you referred to particular people who re

ceived, who would receive that, take for instance Mr. Hunt. did you 
have a particular code name for )Ir. Hunt? · • 

Mr . KAL:lIBACH. I think we did. I think we called ~Ir. HunL just 

L
called him "The "\Vr.ite. r," he had been an author, we called him "The 
"\Vriter." I think we called Mrs. Hunt "The "\Yriter's 1\'ife ." 

I don't know that we had any oth er names for anyone else. 
::\Ir. DAsrr. Did you have any particular code name for the money 

35 - 905 (Pl . l ) 0 .. 74 .. 16 

that was Leing distributed? · 
l\Ir. KAL:lCR\CII. No. If there is a code name the nam{) dewloped in

when I was at the Statler and )[1 ·. Ulasewicz came down to rC'cC'ive the 
$7;\100 that I had received from )fr. Stans, he came into the room 
and he didn ·t ham a briefcas e with him, so he just went to the shelf 
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the instructions to )fr. Ulasewicz to contnct :'.\fr. Caddy, And I think 
those instrnctions were received within a period of n few days after 
I rntui-nccl on the ?,0th. 

I tl;ereupon cnlled )fr. 17Iasewicz' home in New York and g-He him 
those instructions. He then m'nt. to 1Yashing-ton nrnl there were se,·eral 
calls back aml forth, I think, bet,Ye1m he arnl )Ir. CacMy. Then he 
would then cal I me. I ,mule! then contact either :.\Ir. Dean or )fr. 
LaR1ie until finally, at one point, eventually. it was clear that )fr. 
Cacldv would not.receive the funds. 

Seriat-0r (h::-RXEY. You say he woul<l not receive them? 
Mr. KAL1nucn. Yes.sir. 
Senator GGRXEY. 1Vell. now. what enntually happened to them? 
)fr. K,\DmAcn. 1Ye1L eventuaUy, Senator, I think that an attempt 

was made to contact )Ir. O'Brien. v,ith the same result. )Ir. O'Brien 
would not accept. delivery of the fu11Cls. 

Senator GrRXEY. Now, this is an attempt on the part of ~Ir. 
Flasewicz? 

:'.\Ir. KAL:IIBACH. Yes, sir; at my direction. and I had received the 
direction from either l\[r. Dean or l\Ir. LaRue. 

'Senator GCT.:,.EY. Go on. 
Jfr. K.\OIBACH. Then I think it was in the second week of July that 

eventually, u delivery was made of $25,000, I think to 1fr. Biftman, 
by Mr. Ulascwicz, again at my direction and after I had received 
directions from either )fr. Dean or l\fr. LaRne. 

Senat-01· GliRXEY. In other words, that $2.5.000 was. turned o,·er by 
either Dean or LaRue instructing you to instruct. Flasewicz to gfre 
it to Bittman? 

Mr. KAL:lIBACH. Yes.sir; that is right. 
Senator Gunx12Y. Now, that accounts for $25,000. ,Vhat about the 

$5,100-$50,100? 
i\Ir. KALlIBACH. ,vell, sir; my recollection is that I think )fr. Ufase

wicz disbursed some $8.000 t-0 l\Ir. Liddy. I know that I had instructed 
Mr. Ulasewicz to deduct from the funds that I gave to him what
ever he needed for his expenses. 

Senator GunxEY. "\Vas this $8,000 to Liddv upon your instructions? 
'i\fr. K,\L:lIBACH. Yes, sir; I am certain that it was. 
Senator GrRXEY. Received from whom? 
l\fr. K,\L:lCB.\CH. From l\Ir. Dean or )fr. LaRue. 
Senator GrRXEY. Go on. 
Mr. KALlIBACH. And also, $1.000 was-I received Sl.000 which I had 

turned over to l\fr. Strachan at the 1Vhite House in response to his 
request £or $1,000. 

Senator GuRXEY. All right. 
Mr. KAL:lIBACH. About that time, Senator. I received some $40.000 

from l\fr. LaRue--I think it was on the · rnth of ,Tuk-which I 
gaxe to Mr. Ulasewicz. And from that time forward. I think m:v mem
ory is that almost all of the funds went to l\frs. Hunt, with some 
$30,000 going to l\fr. LaRue on or about the rnth or-18th or 19th of 
September-that when the final payment was made to )Ir.-one pa:v
ment of some $30,000 to l\fr. LaRne and, I think it was some little 
more than $50,000 to Mrs. Hunt at that time. 

Senator GrnXF.Y. 1Vell, if we can go back now. we were clown to. 
we accot1nted for $34-,000 out of the $7;l,000. 
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Mr. KALlIBACH. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. ·which would leave $41,000, plus another $40,000 

from LaRue-$81,000. Now, at that point, what happened as far as 
the instructions to do something with the $81,000? 1Yhat was the next 
step? 

Mr. KALlIBACH. Senator, throughout this period, several times, I 
received instructions to instruct )fr. Ulasewicz as to disbursals and as 
I say, I think most of those disbursals after mid-July, I think, went 
to l\Irs. Hunt, ,vho in turn distributed funds to various of the de
fendants and to various of the attorneys involved. 

Senator GnxEY. 1Vell, can you giv:-e us a little better understanding 
than that. Did you receive word from Dean or LaRue to give a: 
amount to :\Irs. Hunt? · 

l\Ir; KAL)IBACI-i. Yes, sir, I remember that, I w_as told from time to 
time to give x amount to Mrs. Hunt. · 

Senator GURNEY. Do you remember what those amounts were and 
when? 

)fr.-KAL)IBACH. No, sir. But in reconstructing this history in trying 
to develop what the amounts were and to whom these funds went. my 
memory is that approximately $150,000 or thereabouts went to l\Irs. 
Hunt, out of which certain of the attorneys were paid and various 
of the defendants. Beyond that $150,000, there was $30,000 that was 
given to l\Ir. LaRue in the final disbursal. Twentv-five thousand dol
lars was given to l\Ir. Bittman. I think $8,000 was given to l\Ir. Liddy, 
as I remember it. $1.000 to Mr. Ulasewicz, and $1,000 which I retained 
and delivered to )fr. Strachan. Now that total is approximately 
$220,000. 

Senator GuRNEY."~'\nd the amount, as I recall, was $219,000? 
Mr. KALlIBACH. Yes. sir. 
Senator Gummy. So then as I understand it this rather large 

amount to Mrs. Hunt, approximately $150.000 was paid from time to 
time· and you don't actually recall the specific dates and the amounts? 

l\Ir. KALlIBACH. No. sir; I do not. I don~t recall-I recall with par
ticularity the dates when I received funds, but I don't recall with 
anything like particularity as to the dates that I called )fr. Flasewicz 
or when instructions were given to Mr. U]asewicz to make these dis
bursals and, as I said. after mid-,Julv, I think most of all of the 
money went to )frs. Hunt who. in turn: distributed the funds to vari
ous attorneys and other defendants, plus the $30,000 that. went to )fr. 
LaRue in September. 

Senator GtTRXEY. "W11at is your recollection of the instructions that 
you were receiving from l\fr. Dean or)fr. LaRue at this time so far 
as payments to Mrs. Hunt are concerned? 

l\Ir. KAL:\IBACH. ,ven, the instructions as I remember it, were to give 
her funds for attornevs. and I recall the names of the attornevs over 
and above :Mr. Bittman, Mr. Rothblatt. I think, Mr. Bailey an<l )fr. 
Maroulis, plus there were attorneys for-but I never, I could not, 
I do not remember the names of attornevs fo1~ other of the. defend
ants, and a lesser amount was !riven to those attornevs. some threP. 
attorneys for three of the defen.dants. · 

Senator GDRXEY. \Vho did the instrnctions come mainlv from, )fr. 
Dean or )fr. La Rue?. · · 
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Mr. KAL),IMCH. 'Well, initia11y it's my recoJlection that. they came 
primarily from )fr. Dean, but shortly therrafter or shortly into the 
period there they began to come more from )Ir. LaRue or although 
I always ga.ined it interchangeably. Senator. 

Senator G·n.~xEr. In the raising of the money. as I understand it you 
received four amounts here that totaled $21!),000. ·where did most of 
tho pressure come from to raise this money, do you recall that, from 
whom? ,, 

:Mr. KAL)rnAcu. Xo. sir. I ·was just-I was given m.v instructions, 
again by Mr. D<.>an or )Ir. LaRue and then I recall that )Ir. Ulasewicz 
wou1d receiw communications from the people that he was talking 

I 
to and pt,imarily l\Irs. Hu.nt, which I would relay back to these people, 
and then I would relay again back down after I received my instruc-
tions, I would then call )fr. Ulasewicz. . 

~- Senator G'L"nx1w. ,Just one final question, )Ir. Kalmbach: Did you 
have any discussions following the break-in of 1Yatergate down to 
now ,vith the President? 

:Mr. K.\L:.\!BACH. No, sir. 
Senator Gw,XEY. About 1Vatergate? 
Ur. KAL:lrnACH. No.Not at anv time. 
Senator GunxEY. Neither on the phone nor in person? 
Mr. KAL:\IBACH. No,.sir. . 
Senator GunxEY. That is all. Mr. Chairman. 
Senator EmTx. Senator Talmadge. . 
Senator TAL:\IADGE. Thank vou. Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Kalmbaeh, I ,rnnt to get into an area that yon have not testi

fied on, that we ha re had reports in the press about it. Are you familiar 
with funds going into the State of Alabama during the 1970 election? 

Mr. KADIBACH. Senator. I am familiar with funds that I disbursed 
in 1970 under instructions. I. at that time-I had no knowledge as to 
where the ultimate distributees would be. 

Senator TAL:\L\DGE. 1Yill von tell us about that fund, please? 
)Ir. KAL:\IB,\c1r. Yes, sir. Dnrin/! the 1!)70 period I was raising funds 

toward the-in the senatorial races, and also I was directed by )[r. 
Higby on three different oecasions to disburse funds out o( trust 
funds that I had under mv control. I recall that there was a call that 
)fr. Higby made to me, ii1-I think it was in late )[arch of 1970-
directing that I disburse $100.000 to someone there in X ew York. 

I took these fonds from the box, safe deposit box, at the C'hase )fon
hattan Bank in Xew York and clelin,red them to an indi,-idual at the 
Sherry Netherlands Hotel in X ew York. 

Senator TAL:\L\DGE. 1'~ho was the indi.-idual ·~ 
)fr. K.\L:lrn.\CH. I did not kno,,· his name, and do not know him. 
Senator TADUDGE. How did you know vou g-,we the Bl00.000 to the 

right man'? · · ~ · 
3fr. KAL:\rn.\CH. I "·as ach·ised at a later date that I had gi,·en the 

funds to the rig-ht person. 
Senator T.\DL\DGE. 1Vho ga,·e yon tlw instructions as to whom to 

meet and "·here? 
)[r. K.\L:IIR.\CTT. I talked to )fr. Hiuln·. and he im;trneted me. and I 

said that I would dPli,·er the funds :tt the ShenT-Xetherlancls Hott'l. 
and an indi ,·id ua I t hPn came n p to Ill(' and the idt>11t i fica t ion \Yas prnper. 
and I--
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J5.3 DOROTHY HUNT MEMORAJ!J?UMJ OCTOBER 2, 1972 

0ctub 8r 2, 1972 

1·1emo .canclum to: Hr. \·l.i.lliam O. Dittr;ian 

From: Dorothy Hunt 

Subject: liccounting of Monies Received 

In July, I received and paid out the following amounts: 

$5,000 
$15,000 
$12,000 

Bail money for Frank Sturgis 
Income replacement James McCord 
Bail at $4,000 each for Messrs. 

Barker, Martinez and Gonzalez 
$ 6,000 Income replacement for Mr. Barker 
$ 4,000 Income replacement for .Mr. Sturgis 
$30,000 Income replacement for Mr. Hunt and Hrs. Hunt 
$ 3,000 Income replacement for Hr. Martinez 
$ 3,000 . Income replacement for Mr. Gonzalez 
$10,~DO Under:- :table 1:laiLmbhey :,,fqr .Mr • . Barkexr}~e::::-
{Not~!:, Income:· .replac~ment ; was ·for a., peri_od - of::: July~No~~> 

' . 

In Augu·s:;__.,,,Lgave_ Mr:. Barker··atotaLofi. $3 ·}000; £or expen~se::o 

of ;t:.r~ivel for himself and others and for telephone expenses, 
and for interest paid on pawning of wife's jewelry. 

In ot11er words, I received a total of $88,000 and have paid 
out $91,000 (using the final $3,000 from my own funds) 

You already have an accounting of the $53,500 received on 

Septe.nber 19th. 
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16.1 SSC REPORT OF HERBERT PORTER FBI 302 INTERVIEW, JULY 19, 1972 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary CollUllittee staff 

April 18, 1973 3:10 in the FBI Headquarters where I am now reviewing 
FBI 302's I will be reviewing the 302's of Magruder, Mr. Porter, 
Mr. Sloan, and Mr. LaRue. 

The first interview will be of Mr. Herbert Lloyd Porter, 4340 
Garfield St., N.W., Telephone Number 244-1823, Office address 
1701 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., Suite 417, Telephone 333-2615. 

Mr. Porter was interviewed on July 19, 1972 by agents Michael 
L. Hanigan and Wm. Thomas Hajeski at this interview there was 
present Mr. Kenneth Wells Parkinson, attorney for the Conunittee. 
Porter stated that he was director of scheduling for the Conunittee 
to Reelect the President. Held the position since May 1, 1971 
prior to that time he worked as a staff assistant at the White 
House under Herbert G. Kline [sic], Director of Conununications and 
his inunediate supervisor at that time was Mr. Jeb Magruder, 
Deputy Director of Communications his job was to schedule 
and coordinate the work of the circuit candidates for the 
president and to develop budgets, regarding employees of 
the staff and there [sic] salaries and to take care of the 
celebraties [sic] at particular functions. He stated that in either 
case that he directly handled funds. He stated that during his 
job of scheduling of at [sic] rallies and appearances of celebraties [sic] 
aware of possible demonstrations and demonstrators that would 
distract the message of the President. He.was concerned for the 
safety of the celebraty [sic] and other prominent members of the either 
state government or federal government. He was also concerned 
that the film coverage would princibly [sic] cover the demonstrators. 
Among the names mentioned by Porter as potential demonstrators 
were Jerry Rubin and Abby [sic] Hoffman. He said he would need funds 
to obtain intelligence concerning potential appearance of 
demonstrators for the p·totection for curcuit [sic] candidates. He 
discussed this problem with his superior Magruder at one point 
when he was asked how much he would need to gain such intelligence 
he answered roughly One Hundred Thousand dollars, This figure was 
based on ten individuals working undercover from Jan - Nov., 1972. 
Approximately $1,000 per person. Magruder suggested that a employee 
of the Committee, Mr. Liddy might be able to handle the job. In 
a meeting sometime ip the end of January 72 Magruder met with Porter 
and Liddy and Magruder told Porter that Liddy would handle the 
responsibility of gaining the intelligence. The arrangement for the 
funds was explained by Mr. Magruder in the following way. That 
Porter would advise Mr. Sloan the amount of money he needed and that 
he would obtain this money from Sloan in Sloan's office which would 
be in the form of cash in $100 dollar [sic] bills, that Liddy would then 
come to Porters [sic] office and count the money and furnish Porter a 
receipt. Porter would learn of the amount he needed to ask for 
from Sloan from Liddy. Porter stated that he couldn't understand 
why Magruder wanted him to serve as a conduit of the funds and that 
he distroyed [sic] the receipts which had been signed by Liddy. His 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
~ouse Judicia~onnnittee staff 

- 2 -

explanation was he didn't see any reason to keep them. What Porter 
stated that each time he received the money he was alone, it was 
placed in an envelope and that on one occasion he noticed that the 
envelope bore Sloans {sic] name and address of 1701 Per.nsylvania Ave., 
and it did not name the Committee. He was not sure whether the 
other envelopes were equally so identified. Between mid to late 
January 1972 and April 1, 1972 Liddy made about eight to ten 
requests for money. Usually the amounts were between one to 
five thousand dollars. Porter indicated that he gave Liddy 
during this time roughly $35,000 dollars {sic]. None of the money 
furnished to Liddy was ever returned Liddy to Porter, during 
this time Porter followed the procedure of no t ifying Sloan, obtained 
the money from Sloan and then personally giving the money to Liddy. 
In every case the money consisted of One Hundred dollar bills. 
Porter stated that Liddy furnished three pieci:!S of information 
in turn for funds received. 

Prior to March 3, 1972 a rally in New Hampshire, Liddy stated that 
flyers were being circulated supporting anti-::war demonstrations 
against the rally. Liddy estimated that some two hundred demonstrators 
would be presented. 

Prior to March 9, 1972 rally at Miami Liddy advised 
that there would be a right-wing demonstration at the rally 
behalf of supportors [sic] of the ASBROOK [sic] candidacy. 
was to speak at this rally. Liddy also advised Porter that 
convention were held in San Diego, California there might be 

on 
Governor Regan [sic] 
the 

as many as two hunderd [sic] fifty thousand demonstrators present. 
Subsequent to April 1, 1972 Liddy made only one request for 
funds. This was prior to May 10 and Liddy requested Fifty 
three hundr -~d dollars to cover demonstrations scheduled at the 
Capitol around May 10. Porter obtained the funds from ~loan, gav<! 
it to Liddy, and Liddy returned two thousands [sic] dollars to Porter. 
Porter had stated that he had decided no supervisory role over 
Liddy gaining of intelligence because he did not consider it to 
be his job. He felt it was the job of Magruder because Liddy was 
Magruders [sic] employee. Porter stated he never heard the name of 
Howard Hunt prior to the newspaper stories. And that he was 
not familar with anyone using the name of Edward Hamilton. He 
also stated that prior to employment of the committee he had 
never heard of his name and knew nothing about him. This was 
also true of Mr. McCord. He stated that he was unaware of Liddys {sic] 
use of McCord for gathering intelligence. Porter said he asked 
or wanted to no [sic] the method Liddy used or intended to use to gain 
intelligence. This was because he felt it might be illegal but 
because this was not his responsiblty Isic]. He said that Liddy never 
furnished him with any memorandum or vouchers or expenditures 
records or receipts for the money received. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 
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Mr, Porter was again interviewed on March 15, 1973 by special agents 
Angelo J, Lano. Porter was interviewed in his new capacity of 
Executive Director of the Inagural [sic) Committee, 2nd & T Sts, S.W. 
The· purpose of the interview was to obtain Porters [sic) knowledge of 
a particular publication "WHY A LIBERAL SHOULD VOTE FOR MCGOVERN" 
and that the interview was requested by the cr iminal division 
of the Department of Justice, Porter claimed that he could not 
recall positively about the fact that he rec alled conversations 
concerning certain unknown persons at the committee to reelect 
the President. Another group named "Peace a.,d Freedom Party" he 
did not recall having funded that party or any money used for 
pamphlets nor had he seen any of the pamphlets fitting the description 
of the one mentioned. He acknowledged disbursing from his post in 
the Committee with the approval of Mr. Magruder but his [sic) said his 
total expenditures during the period of ltime [sic] was about $52,000. 
Only $4,400 went to an individual with regard to something published. 
This individual was Mr. Phil Joanou, who requested the monies to 
print an ad relaying the support of the President's decision 
on the mining of Hyphon [sic) Harbor. Magruder approved the expenditure. 
and [sic] he obtained the money from Mr. Sloan. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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16. l SSC REPORT OF HERBERT PORTER FBI 302 INTERVIEW, JULY 19
1 

1972 

1>Ir. :·L·:..~·o :·: !:'° ~~ Ll o,{'l ~JG!." t_::JI", t~:}~,) 
l'{u:tO-~·.r.· ~~.!.~ \ - :L3~·), Oi';:-.-Lc~ eJl ~!1."1.! :) :; 

S11iLe .l:.·!..7, T:;l r:p:1or:.:~: 333-2015 .. 

:-tr.--. Porter w ·.1:_3 intervi2";red on July 19, l97~2 bJ -:...:J:..d .. t...:i ;.~1c:'1~·-1.-;,l 
L. H:ini[-;.:::.n. D.rl 'l \·-im. 'll:r:_,~·:1·1.>; I-{a.je3ki at this intex·,:ri.;;;r tr-i.ere _,,.;-o .. s 
p:c·20ent r,Ir .. f\:enneth We]_lz Pct1·k.inson, attorn r=!y f'o·::- tb .. ~ Co~cr-~ . .-.:..ttee. 
f:)rt ·3r s t ·J.t.(:/l ·t.hat. h,:! ~-;a.s d irector of' sc h ed1.tl ir: g for th2 CO~l ittee 
to Ree lee t the Pres i deG t.. H~ld t hi; 1.10:;i. tion -sin'2 --:! J--~a.y 1., 1971 
1r~ior to th :~t time he Vlo1~~~d a.s a staff 2,ssistf! nt B.t the :~Ihite 
R()Use und2?" Herb~rt G ... YJ.ine, Dir ector of Cor::nunica tions and 
his irr~:lediat e sup,~rvi3or at that ti me ·was rr1r.' .Jeb ~:Iagru.d~r, 
Deputy Director of Communicatiorrs his job was to schedule • 
and coordinate the work of the circuit candicl9 .. tes for the 
p:::-esident a.nd. to develop budgets, regariing empioyees of ;-\:":/...\ 
the staff and there salaries and to take care of the :; :i:·· 

C,3lE:braties at :particular -functions-: He··sfated .that-~ith~-;---·, 
case that he directly handled funcls. He stated that during :,i ,1 

. job of sch eduling of at rallies and a1J1·earances of celebraties 
aware of possible demonst,.·ations and demonstrators that would r distract the message of the P-.cesident. He w-as concerned for the 
safety of' the celebraty and other pror:1inent mer:i.bers of the either 
state goverri~'llent or federal government. He was 1:tlso concerned 
that ,the film coverage . would princib],y cover the dem.onstra tors. 
Among the names mentioned .PY Porter as potential demonstrators 
•:1ere Je~q Rqg1.n...1'::.nd Abbv it?fi'lllao- He sai.d he _::;rnuld need f\.mds 
to obtain intelligence concerning potential appearance of~ 
demonstrators for the · protectiorfror ···c,.i"fE_iii.'"'t-ca1iili.aaXeS: He 
discussed this 'problem--:,,,=:f:thhls superior M~_ier-atone :9oint 
when he w-as asked hm-r much he would need to gain such i..'ltelligence 
he answered roug:-ily One Hund.red Thou san d clollars. Tb.is figur e was 
based on t e n individuals-~rork::[ng un§.?~rc·over frc::; J3.~ov :..,_l:972_ l 
Approximately $1,000 per person. Magruder sug ges ted. triat a e::a:?loyee 
of the Co!:!Z'.littee·, }fr. _ Liddy~might b ·3 able to ha:idle the ,job. In 
a meeting someti.m.c in the end. of J anuary 72 Magruder met -with Porter 
arrc. Liddy ancl r:,agritder told Porte~ -::c1,.at; Lidd:L __ ;r~;ia· handle--th;·· ----
re;:;:9onsib.li ty of g"1.iniri.3 __ i}11= _ __j.r,..t_~_l+),g9_~_c:~ .• The - arra-igement fo~ the 
fu:1d:; was ex:plained by Mr. :Magruder in ~hi! folJ.mring way. - 'Ihc.t 
Porter would advise Mr. Sloan the a;,iou11t of money he needed and that 
he would obtain this money :from Sloan in Sloan's of'-fice which would 
be in the for.n of" ca ,5J1 i~1 $100 doll ct1· bills, that Lic!.c:.y wo;_G..d then. 
co:ne to · Porters o:f.fice and count the r::one:r .c.nd fur·ni sh Port2r a 
1·sc-:!int _ Fo1"te~: would l2arn of t he '.:!I!lOUtlt h~ ne~ded to a:;!~ ~or 
_fr:;;--:sio:::-: 1'~o=~ Lid.J~... Fr:irte:c St~. t .; rl t ~2\ t he ccttl.i~ t t lL"1d.2 :."S t . .!r!d 
·~.;·-:.:1 l-i.:.l f ).::1 .. :: :;r v.~::.urt ,..::::l l::LT'. t ·.J -::,;~-:-·r-~ 2.8 o. c ~':1:·~··!.u i t o ~· .:~:~·:: -~'t..1.nJ_~ -,-r ;; :.:11~ 
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16.1 SSC REPORT OF HERBERT POR'l'ER FBI 302 INTERVIEW. JULY 19. 1972 

~; t/1 G~: L !.::'t ~1 ~ :;"!:..~cl: \.Ira..:: h :! r·r:.:,>:: .i."',/Ud. t 1
. ~-:: 1;trjc ,.2y !!::~ ";;:_·.:..;:: ~;.l!J!'Y..:, it, -;,-;:i.3 

·o.t.1.c·~d. ].t ' .. :J.n r-:! __ J.:':\::cl·J'~)~ ·_::.:1d. t~ 1_;;.:, :.~ ( ,rt .:::i·; ... : ,'J;(: -j.;'. :i_e;n :.'.'; ::\,.) t !~(;. ·.:·}. (,~lU.. '; t~·~·:; 
:; r:.·t-.. :J_nEJ:! bO.!'.:! f{Lo:.1.ns t12.:~~-~ un ·J ;..• .. :i.r.l?:::::..::..: o 1 • J_'(C:J.. ·i< .. ::''1-:1.::-? "L·tt~"l }.~, .r-~,r·.: • ., 
:.~r:.J. i t .J-J.:l not n -'J.:rt!! t he Cot·:;~Ll i:~,\~~;;. .i! :.! ·.l?.:.: ~~t.1t :.:\: ::.:?.· -:,.1lt:; ::: .. _ . .: ~- t~-:.:;: 
v~~!-•.e-.:- c~T,/' .. -~:Lop,~s ,.;\":i·e equ . .-:1.ll:r ::;o -;_,Le:·11~-~-rt2<~.. u~_-r--.,~, . .:.,;_-, .... ; ;'· :-~'-· la ~;.~ 

~_,.: ~.~,J~---·--~',~,.1-'.:;:_:.i_C;,;:,l_.·l~:.f.~_!_~-·~-'--'··-_;=.~.i~r-:l~:_r.J~;_i~-~~?.f;"~~;.i[ /f i~: i ~:~!,,~~~t w: ~~, l~·~ ';: /;;,; \~ ~~~ t;~ 
' _ •. , V. ....~'I ~-· ..,, - .J Psctc: :c in~iic.:D.tc1.-~· t'r:·:t.t h2 C/1.,F::!' LiG.d..Y" 
ll1..1.r 1n g t~.11~ ti.!71'~ x·o~ ~~~h=..y ~~35, COO do.ll,'."'1.:t·s. l'f1)2'H:: o.l t·.:1?. la~.~n.-2y 
f\n.·ri:L:::: _~:=~~J. to Lic.l:ly ·w:1.s eve;:-- .r~t1.;r t1~'J. '.i.J.d,:tr to £':;~ t.:~·r, -.l~..i.!·I.rJ.6 
this tL:~e ~)02:·ter ·fol1. ,:>t-:ed ti :·.:! J}ro c {~6.L~_..:.'~ of" noti_ ... yirrg Slo:..r.:., o~"J :~.a.in~d. 
the rn.1_;ne :y f'ro:n Slo:.1:1 anJ. the.a ~e!·son:i.lly gi vi2g the 1a,:;ney to Ll..tl,:ly .. 
In every ease:: the n:oneJ con0ls t:.:d. of' C:1~ I{trru.lreCi dol1 .u~ .. UiJ .. ls. 

,•te~· 5 ',_,··a· :--:A.:.J +n~ -!- T."1 r1dy, -'-t'i1 ~,.,."'·i .-..f"'l_;:,rd ·i·'.·1-,..Pe T' ··t .:::.r> f'.Jo:,_~ r,-~[ ·i i-1-t:•,..,_.,.,;.,·r·l r.~ _ _ ...,._ 1.l. v_,.._..., .u ..... ~ .. \.-'"" .. _...,,..,1._. '-'.:.~-- ~ - .._. .... ._-., <.J. - .i. - ...i..v.i..1--.-..u _ _._ 4 

turn for funds r e ceived. 

Pri9r to H,1r.:.:h 3, 1972 a r::i.li ;, in .Eew n'l.:rpshire, Liddy sta.t e d the .t 
:e~·yers ·we::·8 being circ 1·,J.3.ted sup?o::.~tin._;; ~nii-~·rar der10!1.:>tre.tions 
against t~1e ra.ll~r. Liddy estir r~e.te,J tha.t sox.a two hUI'..<lJ·ed cl'2!r,:cnstrator3 
"\:OUld be p1.·es1:,nted. 

i<ieu:r:.-'1:cj.,::<l.:)+2 Prior to %,.rch 9, 1972 r9..lly at r-:iami Lidey ad 0rised 
th:Lt the1·e would be a right-win g clem.o".lstra.tion at the raU.y on 
behalf' of su:p:9ortors o±' the ASBRCOK canJ .ile.cy. Governor R_~j<;an 
was to s:p<::ak at this r:1.lly. Liddy also ad.vised Porter that-~the 
convention were held in San Die go, California. there might be 
as ma.riy as tw? hundere. fifty thousaml demonstrators present. 
Sub3equ,-3nt to Aprill, 1972 Liddy made only orre re~~est for 
funds.. This was prior to MJ.y .lO an.d Lia.clv reqgested ::i'ifty 
three lmnd.red cl.oLlars to cov e: . .r ... ~<:?·:mstrat-i.ons sched.ule cl at the 
Capitol around Ma.y 10. ?orter obtain-ea ·-tneTunds :rrou Slo:m, gave 
it to L.id.o.y., and Liddy returned two th01.13e.nds dollars to Porter. 
Port22 .. ho.i stated that he had d-~cided !lo supervisc2~y :role over 
Liddy g1ining o:t' int. ,~l:!..igence beca.ttse he did. !lot C·J: .1.siC. e r it to 
be his jei'b. Re felt it W?.s t:1e job of' !.Ie.grucle1· bec2.use Liddy was 
M3.g~·ud8rS er:tployee 8 Porter statecl h,~ ne,.,-er hee..rd. tl1~ nam~ ot· 
Hm:ard. Hunt :prior to the nm-rspape r storie s . A..11.d th9..t he ,ms 
not fi•;uil -9.r ~·iith an.vone ·using the na.rie of .Ecl-:-tf!..rd :ffc:i~il to n. He 
also st~ t :~d that p::. .. ior tc, e:~:ploy-..t1ent of th ::? co.c-~illittGe he had 
never h e~J.rd o~e hi.s n9me e.nJ. kr..e~.r nothin ;; a.bou.t him.. 'l11ia ·was 
J.lso trtt-:! of f.J.r. 1~1cco1 ·d . He s tated t:13 .. t ie ~·::!c3 lW."'.a ~·ta~te of Lida.s~s 
use .of l:tcCo:rd f'or ga theri~g in t:.<:.!lligf:nc·:~. Po~tter .said. he as:-.:.ea 
o.:· ·wanted to no the r1_2~:1c/i L:Lcld.:/ u.sed ox· int~?.1:cled to us e to g?..i11 
j_nt2l]_ ~~?;C:!'.~Ce ~ Tt'li s 1-/8,S -·02c( 1J.i_:3~ :-..c t'2~Lt i t !~ . .:.:~:i-:. b·~ ill-2gc..l but 
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::~-~ec1.1tivc Di.rt-,:::ctor o:e th~ I::·1::<.,;-u.ra1 Cor·.:.:l.t'See., 2nd & 'I' Sts .. s.~f. 
'.Ll~~ l)lli'iY)2t::! o:~ ·the intt!r\'"ie 0.-r was to 01.1 t.JJ.:i Po:: tc-:c::..-: 1-:n.o-~--.rled.;~ oi· 
:.:. p=1.rticuJ.~.;1.r public0.tion "\,;1f£ _l\.. L.IB.S;.{/.L ~3:-{0TJW VO'I'.S :?OR :~:CGt)VEP.l(r 
L"'!nd that the inte1·vic~: ,;-r;~3 re(.!_U8Jtca. b:i the c:-:--L."'nit:::.l cliiri:c;ion 
of the Depcir-t.ruent of Ju.stic·2. Por·ter cJ.aimcd tr'.:.:!."G he could not 
recall poz.;i tlvely about the fa.ct th::1.t he reca.lled con.v21 ... .:;2.tion3 
concc~rning certe .. in tu1k.1."1.0"\aill per·sons at th2- ccrr:rrit~-;ee to re,'=l~:;ct. 
the P-.cesi1-lcnt.-. Anot[t.;;r g::t,...)U!) rt-9.r:ed. trpr~e.ce a.n:l F..1..~2e,i0:2 Fa~"'t:.,-1' he 
d.id not recall h~7:L':.g fr"liecl that party or a.ny money u.s~d for 
peJr..p"i--,1.~ts nor had he seen an:/ of t':Le ~-:~1~~~hlets f'ittL.~g t11~ de.3cription. 
of' the one raentio:ned. ·:t-:e. ackr10°:rlecJ.ged. Ctisbu.rsi1:5 :"i:ror:i hi;.1 post_ in 
the Corr.ml ttze 1ri. th the app-r-oyal o.f }•Ir. l 1I9.gruder but his said. his 
total e:::pendiicires dw:ing t~·,e period. of ltirn.e was about $52,000. 
Only IJµi,400 wen.t to an individual with reg3,rd to something published. 
'.I.his individual was Mr. Phil Joanou, w::o requested the :t1onies to 
print an ad relaying the support of the President ~.s _dac.isio:i 
on the 1~ining of.' Ff;'nJhon Harbor. f,Iagrud(ir approved the expenditU1·e. 
and he obtained the money from 'll[r. Slo:m.. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

UNITED STATES OF A.t'v!ERICA Criminal No. ?L/- ,5 2 
Violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001 
(False Statements to Government 

Agency) 

v. 

HERBERT L. PORTER, 

Defendant. 
{ -
!; f .--.. 

INFORMATION 

The United States of America, by its Attorney, 

the Special Prosecutor, Watergate Special Prosecution 

Force; charges: 

On or about July 19, 1972, in the District of 

Columbia, HERBERT L. PORTER, the DEFENDANT, did knowingly 

ani willfully make false, fictitious and fraudulent state

ments and representations to agents of the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation, United States Department of Justice, 

which Department was then investigating a matter within 

its jurisdiction. 

(In violation of Title 18, United States Code, 
Section 1001) 

~~-
LEON JAWORSKI 
SPECIAL PROSECUTOR 
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16.3 UNITED STATES v. PORTER DOCKET. JANUARY 281 1974 

CRIMINAL DOCKET 
BRYANT, J. 

l!uik~ ~lafrs District (Cnur: for the flislrid nf @nl1tmhi11 

'~ -~ ====\~:::,~s - -~~=,·-~r~=·----;~o-=-NE:: .. . '- ... I, . CRIMIN~tS:~:g!,_O:D 

!-'"~0

- -~---~~·;;-;;:;:;,:~-;; - ·-··- - ==Atr~q~~ilrn~g ;,ri:-e"'Spe~-tttrt · · t _ ·1·> 
1··-----··---~,;_·-~---·- ----Ja-r1ust1-?e;.r~~=~~~h~~7vo'n~---=z! u~ 

; HERBERT L. PO~'!~~--- -- fl- . - - lf-SHARGE -------------, 

; ~·
0

• 
000 

- -- ----j ~Charles B. _MurrJ!Y_.{Ret~L-J~- 18 USC 1001 

J/--· ---- --Jl[l025 15th _ St. ,.NW f/900 -!~ (False Statements to 

, - ------------ -- - -- ·-· I . 1, Government Age!:l_<;.yJ ____ _ 
: l 11 !-------· ----- ---- ---' ______ _______ ___ __ _ !! 

t=-~------- -- -----· : ======- ,, :::_ l f.';;':74 .. ~ wk::~a·,uons 
\! .. ____ ...:._ __ __ ____________ ___ .. -- ~ (-_ 321151 Me_diterr~_!!ean 

/i-----··--·----------··--- --,E-----------·-·-, ----··,!--------~~~=~~;~rnia 
1

1------ --···-··- ·--·-·--·1 ·-- --------- -- j ;---'1-- --- --
'-- -- -·- -- - - - ----1 . . ·---·-·- - - ~-- JL .. 
1' ,• Ii E' 11-· ij- :j ·-

' ~ ~~~-~- ~~= 
DATE JL_ PROCECDINGS 

1974Ja~!21T - }!Wl!m'K'XT F<L•o INFORMATION FILED ___{l~G.o=u=n"-'t,,_,._ ____ _ 

!I 1974Jan_J_:njJAPPF..ARANCE of Charles B. Murray,. _ _J:sq_,_._j'iled. '-

\1---· ----f-~ WAIVER of Indictment_& INFORMATION _filed in Open"--'C"-'ooc..ucc.cr=-t:...i.' - --- ---

11----···---·-·i Court directs that c·ase be ranclomlyySSigned_.~-----------

i.J.------t~L~rR_!.~~ --~·.!..'._~.ep-Jack Maher Cha_rles B.Murray,Atty 

lj ·. . ____ --+ ORDER_directing__that case be randomly assigned to a .[u~,_e ____ _ 

1,. -· 
1

\_ ..9.t.b.~X- thmL.J.,JJQ&f!_R_:lffi~y._(ij}_filRlC.A, ·~(;_._.L __________ _ 

,
1
_ ,: (Case s_~_!>seguently assigned randomly to Judge Bryant.) .. 

+2sl ARRAIGNED: PLEA OF GUILTY entered to Information (18 USC 1001) · 

---t-=-l! Referr~<!.; Oral Motion of c:lef£_ndar~_for release on Person_!ll Recognizance 

j, - -41-e.ending_sentence heard and granted_i_ Oral motion of Special Prosecutor 

,!---· ___ that_Probation_Rep5fft be made available~r to sentencing heard and 
1 

, ~ranted_; _personal recognizance. ' 

•-----~ ~l_ll~YANT, J Rep-~_EYllis Harper Charles B. Mur~ay, A~-----

11----+-I -~----- · --~--
. 1974Jan •~28 '1--0JillERfor release of defendant on . Personal Reco..ill)izance wi..th conditions 
. BRYANT_, J. Defendant released fro!:f!_C_o_u_r_t_R_o __ o_m_. __________ _ 

_ @NTIN\Ic_Q_)._~ . : 
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CRIMINAL DOCKET 

Jluitri:r ~talcs pislrirt C!Iouri for tlir flistrirt of O::olmnbia 
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17. On July 20, 1972 Magruder falsely stated to FBI agents that he 

had authorized Sloan to permit Liddy to spend up to $250,000 to gather 

intelligence information for use in attempting to prevent disruption at 

the convention and at speeches by surrogate celebrities and political 

figures. Magruder has testified that he had volunteered at one point 

"to take the heat" but that the decision was that if it got to him it 

would go higher. 

Page 

17.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 802-03 ••••••••••••••• 246 

17.2 Jeb Magruder, SSC report of FBI 302 interviews, 
July 20, 1972 and March 14, 1973 (received 
from SSC) ••.••.••..••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••. . · .• 2 48 
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17.1 JEB MAGRUDER TESTIMONY, JUNE 14 1 1973
1 

2 SSC 802-03 

802 

fr. DASH. What was that stor .. Y, l\Ir. Magrn<ler. that you finally 
e up with? 

fr. MAGRUDER. 1Vhat we did was we simply took factual activity 
that we had asked Mr. Liddy to do and we exaggerated to a great 
extent the amount of money spent on those activities to the tune of the 
$:230,000. 

I asked Mr. Port(lr to, would he be willing to work ,,;th us on this · 
coverup story and, as he has testified, he indicated that. he did. 

So he took care of, in effect, $100,000 and I took care of, in effect, 
$150,000 by indicating that l\Ir. Liddy had legal projects for us in the 
intelligence field, and we worked over this story with J[r. l\fitchell, 
l\fr. Dean, l\Ir. LaRue, and .Mr. :Mardian, although Mr. )fardian has 
participated to a much lesser extent with me than the others diet :My 
primary contacts on the story were Mr. Dean and Mr. l\Iitchell. 

Jfr. DASH. All of these persons that you have named-yon finally did 
arri.e at the story and they knew in fact what actually had occurred? 

Mr. l\uGRUDER. Yes; they did. 
Jfr. DASH. Could you tell us why the story required that the break-in 

involYement be cut off at Mr. Liddy and not at you? 
l\Ir. MAGRUDER. ,vell, there was some discussion about me and I 

volunteered at one point that maybe I was the guy who ought to take 
the heat, ·because it was going to get to me, and we lmew that. And 
I think it was, there were some takers on that, but basically, the 
decision was that because I was in a position where they knew that 
I had no authority to either authorize funds or make policy in that 
committee, that if it got to me, it would go higher. 1VbereasMr. Liddy, 
because of his past background, it was felt that that would be believ
able that l\fr. Liddy was truly the one who did originate it. And, of 
course, it was true, I think, that Mr. Liddy did ori~nate the plan, 
was basically the one who did come up with these ideas in specific 
terms. 
" ,ve ·felt that was more believable than somebody like myself who 
did not have any background in this area authorizing these kinds of 
sums of money and authorizing this type of pro!:;'ram when it was 
known full well throughout the committee and "\Vhite House that I 
had no such authority. 

Mr. D.\SH. Now, did you tell this story that was developed to 
l\Ir. Parkinson and l\Ir. O'Brien, who were representing the 
committee1 

l\fr. l\hcRUDER. After ,July 4, l\fr. l\fardian brought )fr. Parkinson 
into my office and said to me that he would like me to tell the true 
story. i said, "You mean the true story"-which-you know, at that 
time, we were dealing in a number of stories, and he said, "No; I "·ant 
the true storv." 

I then for 2 hours, I think, told l\Ir. Parkinson the true storv. 
l\f r. DASH. But later, vou then told l\Ir. O'Brien and Mr. Par1.--in

son the story that had been dHeloped and agreed to h_y the other 
parties you mentioned? 

l\Ir. JbGRB>ER. Yes; that is correct. 
::\[r. D.\SH. When were you first called before the grand jury, l\Ir. 

Jfagrnder? 
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803 

l\Ir. "MAGRl"JDER. 1Hy first grand jury appearance was ,July 5, it was 
just an organizational appearance, in effect, who was who in the 
committee. 

The second appearance was on August 16, which was---
)fr. DASH. Before that appearance, were you interviewed by the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation i 
Mr. )hGRUDER. Yes; immediately after my grand jury appearance, 

I was interviewed by the Federal Bureau, or soon thereafter. 
Mr. DASH. At the time you were interviewed by the FBI, had the 

story been developed? 
Mr. :i\fa.GRUDER. 1Ve still had not come up with the money a1nount, 

but other than that, we basically had developed the guidelines to the 
story, yes. 

:'.\Ir. D. ASH. 1Vhen you were interviewed by the FBI, did you tell this 
se storv to the FBI? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes ; I did. 
)Ir. DASH. You say you were next brought before the grand jury 

when? 
)Ir. )faGRUDER. In August, August 18. 
)fr. DASH. 1Vben yon testified to the grand jury that time, did you 

testify to the false story ? 
l\Ir. MAGRUDER. Yes; I did. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vhat role did Mr. Dean play in preparing you for your 

second grand jury appearance? "' 
Mr. MAGRUDER. On the clay before the grand jury appearance, I was 

aware that I was a target of the grand jury at that time. So, I was 
briefed by our lawyers and Mr. Mardian. Also, I was interrogated for 
approximately 2 hours by Mr. Dean and approximately 1h hour in a 
general way by Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. DASH. Now, after you appeared before the grand jury for the 
second time, did M:r. Dean give you any report? 

l\fr. MAGRUDER. Yes; the clav after Mr. Dean indicated that I would 
not be indicted. • 

Mr. DASH. Did he tell you how he knew that? 
:Ur. MAGRUDER.No; he did not. 
Mr. DASH. By the way, were you not awil:re of Mr. Dean's participa

tion, you were aware, were you not, that )fr. Dean worked in tht> 
vVhite House and did report to Mr. Ehrlichman and )fr. Haldeman? 

Mr. l\L4.GRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsH. 1\nd I think you yourself, when you testified before us in 

executive session, indicated that vou were familiar with the roles that 
you played at tha"t time and that Dean played~ 

:Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes; that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vhat was your understanding, therefore, when )Ir. Dean 

was working with you prior to your appearance before the second 
grand jury 1 '\Vas he doing this on his own, or v;as he doing it as a 
representative for other persons in the 1Vhite House? 

Mr . )fAGRUDER. '1~ell, again, it is an assumption on my part. I think 
I should be very careful. He was in a staff role and did report to the 
gentleman yon mentioned. Consequently, yon would assume, and I did 
not know and at no time did I know, that he was directly reporting 
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17.2 SSC REPORT OF JEB MAGRUDER FBI 302 INTERVIEWS, JULY 20, 1972 
AND MARCH 14 1973 

LJ,) 
JEB MAGRUDER / 

Excerpts from FBI interviews relevant to campaign espionage and 
sabotage. --~. 

> 
! I 

Date of interview:'.~~ 

Magruder was.interviewed by special agents Michael L. Hanigan. 
William T. Hajeski and Paul P. Magallanes. Kenneth Parkinson 
represented Magruder. Material in quotations is directly from 
interview; other material is paraphrased •. 

"Magruder has on only one occasion made a cash disbursement 
since his employment by the CR~t , ... ,..~ts disbursement-was in the 
amount of $2Q,OOO and went to ~r-C.alnmnjst Victoz:. Lasky. Lasky 
had requested· the funds in cash for cert~itical work which 
he had p_repared for the White House: but· wbich the White Hause · 
had de~ed not ta hgve pnJ:?lisheg_ Payment was directed by the 
White House and personally made by Magruder in late February or 
early March. 1972. The funds for this cash disbursement were 
obtained from Hugh W. Sloan, Jr., Treasurer FCTRP." 

-~ · "In late Janua~y 'or early February, Magruder assigned Liddy 

. 

the r_esponsibility of gathering intelligence concerning two 
. specificoproblems which the CRP could foresee. The first of 

these proble~s concerned the appearance of surrogate candidates 
or celebritJes at various rallies and other public appearances_ 
throughout the nation~ Specifically, the CRP felt that it was 
responsible for insuring that the surrogate candidates and 
celebrities were not harrassed, and were least aware when 
demonstrators or dissidents were likely to be present at such 
rallies and/or attempt to disrupt them. The other security 
problem which. concerned the CRP was possible disruption at the 
convention site itself.u 

"Herbert Lloyd Porter, Director of Scheduling, CRP, had 
previously conversed with Magruder concerning the security pro
blem connected with surrogate candidates and celebrity appearances. 
Porter had advised Magruder that he (Porter} had estimated the 
cost of intelligence for the surrogate-celebrity appearances to 
run approximately $100,000, and in view of the concern Magruder 
had re disruption at the convention site itself, Magruder 
authorized Hugh W. Sloan, Jr. to permit George Gordon Liddy to 
expend up to $250,000 to gather intelligence re both concerns." 
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.. ,.rar ruder recalled that he did hold a meeting in his office 
: - m,d · 0 ; late Januar y , 1972, with Herbert Lloyd Porter and 

.. ~ ; 0 r;e Gordon Liddy. At this meeting, he advised Porter that 
,.:;eorge Gordon Liddy would gather intelli<:!ence re th~ surrogate
celebrity appearances. He further explaine,d that Liddy would 
o.eriodically come to Porter, request the funds needed and that . 
?orter was to then notify Hugh W. Sloan, Jr., Treasurer, FCTRP, 
who would furnish the funds in cash to Porter and Porter would 
then give the funds to Liddy. Magruder advised that he under
stood that Porter had given Liddy roughly $35,000 for this 
purpose." 

"Results regarding this surrogate-celebrity intelligence 
effortswere furnished to Herbert Lloyd Porter. With regard to 
the convention site of intelligence problen:1 ., Liddy advised 
Magruder that if the convention were held in San Diego, California, 
there might be as many as 250,000 demonstrators. And further, 
that the physical location of the convention hall in San Diego 
would allow the demonstrators to easily disrupt the convention." 

Magruder couldn't remember when he first broached the subject 
of intelligence gathering to Liddy. CRP was concerned about · 
some bombings that had occurred, they knew that demonstrators 
had opened a San Diego office, ·and they read underground and 
radical articles about disrupting the convention. Magruder said 
he hever mentioned or suggested to Liddy any suspicion or any 
thought that officials of the Democratic party or Democratic 
ccndidate~ would encourage or finance or direct demonstrations 
at the convention site or at any public appearances by surrogate 
candidates. Magruder specifically advised Liddy to conduct his 
intelligence gathering lawfully. 

Magruder indicated that most cash expenditures were made by 
Porter. As an example, "Magruder nade reference to the pamphlet 
which the CRP had published entitled 'Why Liberals Should Vote 
for Muskie. '· Apparently this publication contained references 
unfavorable to George McGovern. The pamphlet was published 
during the New Hampshire primaries and surreptitiously delivered 
to Muskie headquarters in New Hampshire. Thereafter, a phone 
call was made to the McGovern headquarters in New Hampshire and 
the caller suggested the McGovern people should see what the 
Muskie people were preparing to distribute. The purpose of this 
publication was to create friction between the Muskie people and 
the McGo vern people." Magruder indicated that this undertaking 
cos t approximatel y $30,000. He denied t h at ay money was used to 
financ 2 d emonstr a tions at t he ap?earances of any dernocractic 
c a nd i dat es. He sa i d tha t the ~ew Hamp shir e mailing was the only 
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harrassment effort. 

".Magruder explained that the $250,000 authorization •11hich 
he had made for intelligence gathering was justified since the 
committee to Re-elect the President was an independent, private 
group, which did not have access to governJ:r1znt intelligence 
reports. And though he could not account for how George Gordon 
Liddy had spent any of the funds, the information which Liddy 
had furnished regarding this San Diego convention site was 
(in his opinion} sufficient to justify the expenditure. He 
stated trat this information had been the primary basis for 
which the convention site had been changed from San Diego,California 
to Miami Beach, Florida." 

Date of interview: 3/14/73 

Magruder was interviewed special agent Angelo J. Lano. 
Magruder emphasized that he did not control over~ll disbursements 
for the Committee, but only for those activities he personally 
directed. The authorization for the disbursement to Victor 

· Lasky came .from the White House. Sloan and LaRue were present 
·-- when Magruder gave the money to Lasky. 

In addition to Sloan's cash fund, Magruder had a cash fund 
(obtained from Sloan}, which Magruder kept in Porter's safe. 
From his cash fund Magruder authorized Porter to pay $300.00 

r 
to a group known as "Peace>"'Freedom," which published a pamphlet 

· entitled "Why Liberals Should vote for McGovern." Magruder 
'indicated that the $30,000 in cash be expended covered the -

entire campaign, not just "a short time span as previously in-
; £erred." This is an apparent, although confusing, reference to 
I/ Magruder's statement in his 7/20/72 interview that $30,000 was 
I spent on the New Hampshire mailing. The 3/14/73 interview did 

not follow up on other projects covered by the $30,000. 

In early December 1971, Dean and Magruder discussed hiring 
Liddy as counsel for CRP. Magruder may have mentioned to Dean 
the need to gather intelligence about potentially disruptive 
groups. To Magruder intelligence meant "information as to who, 
what, when and where people may plan or in fact attempt to engage 
in any type of disruption." On December 29, 1971, Magruder, 
Porter and Liddy met in Magruder's office. "At this .time, 
Magruder brought up the subject of 'intelligence gathering' and 
explained to Liddy what he ,,.,.anted. Liddy said he could handle 
it. Porter was then given the assignment of determining how 
much money and manpower would be needed. Porter arrived at a 
figure of $100,000. However, in view of the possibility of 
disruption at the convention site, JYiagruder authorized the 
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4 -,r,·~ 
. ~:?;_, 

expenditure $250,000 to Liddy. He recalled during this discussic~ -
that Liddy told him, 'in this type of work, you don't have to ;<now 
the identity of the personnel.' (Magruder took that to mean that 
Liddy would be hiring people and their identities would be unknmm 
to Magruder and the Conunittee.)" 

(251) 



. 



18. On July 19, 1972 Herbert Kalmbach met with Dean and LaRue in 

Dean's EOB of fice. At that meeting, LaRue, :1.n Dean's presence, delivered 

cash to Kalmbach for use in meeting the commitments to the Watergate 

defendants. That evening Kalmbach delivered this cash to Ulasewicz in 

a hotel room in New York City. The amount of this cash is uncertain, 

being reported as $20,000 by LaRue and as $40,000 by Kalmbach. On or 

about July 20, 1972 Kalmbach was asked by either Dean or LaRue to 

raise from outside contributors additional funds for the Watergate 

defendants. On July 27, 1972 Kalmbach received another $30,000 from 

LaRue in LaRue's CRP office. These payments to Kalmbach were made by 

LaRue out of $81,000 in cash he had received from Stans and Sloan 

early in July, when Stans decided that it would be unwise to retain 

such a cash sum in FCRP custody. 
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The treasurer, not being sure, discussed it with the general counsel 
for the committee and the genernl counsel suggested that he take the 
check and convert it into cash. The treasurer gave him the check. 

Now, again, I can report what the treasurer has said, that he did 
not get the proceeds of the check back until some time in .'.\lay. He 
received them in full and they were deposited in a bank account on 
Mav 25. · 

Now, as to those two transactions and several others in a similar 
category, we treated that as cash on hand on April 7 and reported it 
in the report of the media Committee To Re-Elect the President, in 
the amount of $350,000, and that exact amount of $350,000 was de
posited in that committee's bank account on ~fay 25. We felt that we 
had complied with every requirement of the law as to the handling 
and reporting of that money; we had accounted for it fully. 

The General Accounting Office subsequently cited our committee 
for a possible violation of the law in failing to report the $25,000. But 
the Department of Justice, in a letter some months later, concluded 
that there was no violation of the law in the handling of that trans
action. 

Mr. Eo::msTEN. Mr. Stans, when was the first time that you learned 
that these checks had cleared through a bank account of Bernard 
Barker? · 

Mr. STANS. It was well after the Watergate event of June 17. 
Mr. ED'.\IISTEN. Now, shortly after that, did you have any discus

sions with Mr. John Mitchell or anyone at the White House concerning 
any of these checks during the week immediately following? 

Mr. STANS. I don't recall any specific conversation with John 
Mitchell, but I do recall a conversation with Fred La.Rue and subse
quently with .Robert Mardian. 

Mr. Eo'.\IISTEN. What did you talk about? 
Mr. STANS. As I recall it, it was the morning of the 23d of June, 

which was 6 days after the Watergate affair. I received a phone call 
from Fred LaRue, saying, "Do you know Kenneth Dahlberg?" 

And I said, "I certainly do." 
He said, "Well, his contribution ended up in a bank account of one 

of the fellows who was arrested." 
I said, "Dahlberg didn't make a contribution." 
He said, "Well, it is his check." 
So he came down and we discussed it and concluded that, in some 

manner or other, Dahlberg's check must have reached the bank 
account of Bernard Barker. 

We called Dahlberg and discussed it with him, got him to Wash
ington on that same day, met '"ith him, and he met with LaRue and 
I think with Mardian, and got all the facts of the transaction in hand. 
It was clear that neither Dahlberg nor I nor Hugh Sloan had anything 
to do with the checks, that check or the Mexican checks, entering the 
Barker bank account. Thev could only have gotten there through the 
hands of our general counsel, Gordon Liddy, who had taken them into 
his custodv. r Mr. EoiusTEN. Mr. Stans, I am going to skip along, I don't want 
to e1;1croa. ch on the committee. At one time did you approve or consent 
to giving Mr. Fred LaRue $80,000? 

Mr. STANS. Yes, I did. vVould you like to know the background of 
that? 

(254) 



18.1 MAURll'E STANS TESTIMONY., JUNE 12., 1973
1 

2 SSC 701-02 

702 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Yes. When was that? 
Mr. STANS. The same <lay of June 2:;, 11r.. Sloan had ba1anced out 

his cash account, something which I had asked him to do as early as 
April 10 but which he couldn't do because lrn was waiting for the 
return of the proceeds of the various checks we were discussing. He 
showed a balance of $81,000 of cash on hand and expressed some 
concem about it because he was going on vacation and under the 
tense situation that was buildinO' up he didn't want to hold the cash 
in his custody. We discussed it a~d concluded that the funds were of a 
nature which did not classifv them as funds of the current committees, 
that they were more properly funds of earli,er committees, that they 
were not part of what we had to account for in an audit by the General 
Accounting Office, and that we should get legal advice. 

At that time it was understood withm the committee that Robert 
l\fardian had been brought to Washington to work on legal matters 
that were current at the time, a:nd I went to him for advice. His advice, 
after he learned the description of the money, was to get the money 
out of the office and out of the campaign and he suggested that I give 
it to Fred LaRue. Fred LaRue was~ the right-hand man of John 
Mitchell, assistant to Mitchell as campaign director. On that advice 
I gave. the money, my half of the money to La Rue and Sloan later 
gave his half of the money to LaRue. I neglected to say that ,vhen 
Sloan expressed concern about having that much money in his custody, 
I agreed to divide it ·with him so that there would onlv be about 
$40,000 in each parcel, and I took one and put it in my desk and he 
took one parcel and took it home. I gave mine to LaRue rather 
promptly, at the first opportunity. Sloan went on vacation to Bermuda 
for about 10 days, and gave his money to LaRue upon his return. 

Now, there is some uncertainty as to whether that money passed 

L 
through Mardian's hands in each case. I can't recall whether .. I gave 
the $40,000 that I had directly to LaRue or gave it to Mardian to 
give to LaRue. Sloan did give his $40,000 to Mardian and Mardian 
gave it·to LaRue. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. Do you kno,v what happened to that money in 
the end? 

l\,'ir. STANS. I do not know specifically what happened to that 
money. Subsequently I received some funds for several purposes from 
Fred LaRue. Whether it was part of the same money )r other money, 
I have no way of knowing, and only he could tell. 

l\fr. EDMISTEN. Now, Mr. Stans, in late J'tme or early July did you 
receive a call from l\fr. Herbert Kalmbach requesting money from 
you? 

l\fr. STANS. On the 29th of June I received an urgent call from :'.\[r. 
Kalmbach. He said he was in Washington at; the Statler-Hilton Hotel, 
that it was extremely vital that he see me right away, and he wanted 
me to come over there, and I did. I dropped everything and went over 
there to see him. He said, "I am here on a special mission on a \\11ite 
House project and I need all the cash I can get." 

I said, "I don't have any cash to give to you. Will you take a check?" 
He said, "Ko, I can't take a check, it must be in eash, and this has 

nothing to do with the campaign. But I am asking for it on high 
authority." 

~fr. EDMISTEN. What high authority did he say? 
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Mr. DASH. Was that on June 25? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. When did you return? 

,_...Wt. SLOAN. It would be on July 3. 
t_~1_\· DAsH. On or about July 4, did there come a time when you did 
something with the $40,000 that vou had taken home with vou? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. I was at hom"e and got a call from Fred LaRue, 
,vho indicated to me that he was aware that I had this cash in my 
possession and would I bring it in to him, which I did, and returned 
home. 

Mr. DASH. Did you learn from Mr. Stans whether he did likewise? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. I believe-I am not sure what his travel 

schedule was, but I believe the first opportunit:y, probably the next 
day, I indicated to Mr. Stans that I had had this call. I assumed Mr. 
LaRue must have talked to Mr. Stans to know that I had it. I asked 
Mr Stans was this in fact what he ,vanted me to do with it? He said: 

that is precisely right, that is what I did "'ith mine." 
r. DASH. On the next day, July 5, did Mr. Magruder get in touch 

with you again? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes sir. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us briefly what he wanted to talk to you 

about and the circumstances of that conversation? 
. Mr. SLOAN. If I can go back for a minute to the earlier Mardian 

meeting before I went to Bermuda, because it is pertinent to this 
particular item. I on that occasion had indicated to Mr. Mardian that 
Mr. Magruder had made this suggestion to me that it, might be neces
sary to perjure myself, and I had indicated to Mr. Mardian at that 
point in time-I understood Mr. Mardian essentially to have taken 
over the investigation from Mr. LaRue at this point. I said I just did 
not want to have any further dealings with Mr. Magruder if things are 
going to be done that way. 

By way of background,.during the period of time I was in Bermuda, 
Mr. Mitchell's resignation was announced, Mr. Liddy's resignation 
had be,:n announced. My reaction to that announcement, particularly 
Mr. Mitchell's, was that, well, somebody was taking action and was 
probably cleaning out the committee and starting over, as should be 
done. 

I had a call from Mr. Magruder during the day, on the 5th of July. 
He said he wanted to get together with me, would I like to do it then, 
would I like to have a drink with him after work. It was a very busy 
day, since I had just gotten back. I said, well, let's do it after work. 

We went to the Black Horse Tavern, I believe. He had dinner and 
I just had a cocktail because I was expected at home. 

He said, you know, we have to resolve this Liddy matter. He said, 
what we should do is you and I should go down to see the U.S. attor
ney, Mr. Harold Titus. He said, I will tell Mr. Titus that I authorized 
the payments to Mr. Liddy and you merely have to confirm the fact 
that you did make those distributions under my instructions. 

Then he said, but we have to agree on a figure. This time, the figure 
was even less than the time before; it was $40,000 or $45,000. 

No resolution was made on that occasion. 
Mr. DASH. What did you say to him? 
Mr. SLOAN. I was a little flabbergasted, I guess, and I just told him 

I would think about it and let him know the next morning. 
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)fr. D.\sn. Did he mentionhis name 1 
.:\Ir. LARm:. No; he did not mention his name but, as I recall, dur

ing. this meeting determined that ,rn would use a code name, )fr. 
Rivers, for this person. 

)fr. DASH. I think-you have since learned that )Ir. Tony l71asewicz 
was )fr. Rivers? 

)fr. LARul:. That is mv understanding. ves, sir. \Ye also discussed 
how we would or how iir. Rivers conlcl establish contact with the 
defendants, and it ,vas decided that probably the best way would be 
for him to try to cont,1ct. some of the attorneys who were working for 
the defendants at this time. 

)Ir. DASH. Did you arrange any kind of a relationship that yon and 
)Ir. Kalmbach would have if you wanted to call each other about 
this? • 

)Ir. L.-\Rn:. Yes, sir. 
1fr. I)_\SH. Any kind of a code arrangement? 
)fr. L~Rm:. Yes, sir. -
)fr. DASH. vYill you tell us about that? 
)Ir. LARm;. )Ir. Kalmbach indicated that this was, this ,rnuld be 

necessary, that this would be a .-ery secret operation, and that we 
should conduct our business by pay telephones. and that we would use 
the code name Bradford. · 

)fr. DASH. \Vere you )fr. Bradford 1 
:Mr. LARUE. That really wasn't, I think. determined, at least not to 

my kno,vledge and consequently we both ended up with the code name 
Bradford. 

l\fr. DASH. In other words, when you called )fr. Kalmbach you asked 
for :Mr. Bradford and if he asked for vou. he would call for )fr. Brad
ford and you J?oth would know what 'ym~ were talking about? 

)Ir. LAR1.7E. That is correct. 
)Ir. DASH. Did you learn of what problems )Ir. Rirnrs ,rns having 

with the lawyers? 
:\Ir. LARc:m. Yes; that subsequent, a subsequent telephone con versa· 

tion I had with ·Mr. Bradforcl-Kalmbach--
:\'Ir. DASH. How often did vou Tea1lv use that name so as to fall into 

0 the habit of calling )fr. Kalmbach, Bradford? 
Mr. La\RUE. He indicated that )Ir. Riwrs was having considerable 

difficulty establishing a contact thronp:h the lawyers, a'i1d as I recall 
at that time we had a discussion of this problem and decided that 
)Ir. Ri,-ers had tried to effect a contact with )!rs. Hunt. r i.\Ir. D . .\SH. N mv, after your first meeting with )Ir. Kalmbach and 
the mangements wern made, did yon again meet with lfr, Kalmbach 
in }Ir. Dean's office sometime in the middle of ,Tuh· 1!)721 

:\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. · 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Dean was present at that time? · 
)[r. L\RUE. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Could vou tell us \Yhat ,vas said at that 11l('f>ting, ,vhat 

the purpose of the meeting was? ' 
)Ir. L.\Rm:. Mv recollection of that meetin!!, )fr. Dash, is )Ir. Kahn· 

bnch 1rncl secured from }Ir. Rin~rs a-some :specific amonnt ot money 
that would be necessary or ,Yon1c1 he 1wp1i1wl to meet the commitments, 
there ,wre specific amounts for attorney fres. nt this time and , as I re· 
cn 11 specific amounts of money that ,rnuld be required for maint't>nance 
of their families. 
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l\Ir. DASH. Did you provide any special instructions concerning how 
much money was to be given to ,,hich person? 
. :Mr. L,\Rer:. No, sir, )lr. Dash. I would have had no way to have 
any knowledge of this, and I think )Ir. Kalmbach has testified that I, 
you know, that I furni shed this information, I think Mr. Kalmbach 
is just mistaken in this. I had no ,my to have this information. I ha,·e 
never discu ssed, never talked to anv of the defendants and don't know 

· anv of them other than Liddy. • 
~fr. D.\SH. Did you give Mr. Kalmbach any money at that meeting~ 
)Ir. L.\RUE. Yes, sir; as I recall, I think at that meeting, I gave

as I recall I gave )Ir. Kalmbach approximately $20,000. 
)Ir. DASH. Approximately $20,000. ~.\.nd what was the source of that 

money, )Ir. LaRue? 
)fr. L.\RrE. Around the first of .July, the period of July 1 through 

.Tuly 4, 5, or 6, I received $81 ,000 in two different, from two different 
sources. I received approximately $41,000 from )Ir. Sloan, who was 
the treasurer for thf\ finance committee. I recei ,·eel approximately 
&!0.000 from )Ir. )Iardian who gave me this money, was passing this 
monev to me from 1Ir. Stans. 

:\fr: D ,\SH. "\Yas this all in cash. :Mr. LaRue? 
:\fr. LAR(rn. Yes. sir. , 

L Mr. D . .\SH. Do v·ou recall the denominations of the bills '? · 
Mr . _LARrrE. I_ ~an't say they were all $100 bills but predominantly 

$100 bills; yes, sir. 
Mr. D .\SH. What role did you have after this particular meeting 

,vith ~Ir. Dean and Mr. Ka1mbach. Did you assume any particular role 
while l\fr. Kalmbach was carrying on this particular mission? 

Mr. LARGE. "\Vell, yes, sir, I had numerous telephone com~ersations 
with Mr. Ifalmbach. I would say my role wonld be a concurrence with 
.Mr. Dean and with ~Ir. Kalmbach on the deliveries of money. 

l\Ir. DASH. ·would it be fair to say you were sort of a conchiit at this 
point? 
· Mr. LARUE. During this period of time, l\Ir. Dash. I had sort of, you 
know. numerous conversations on this subject with ?\Ir. Dean. with )fr. 
Kalmbach, reporting conver~ations from Kalmbach to Dean, reporting 
conversations I had ,vith Dean to Kalmbach. 

l\Ir. DASH. No"·, did you report to Mr. )Iitchell on your meeting 
with )fr. Kalmbach and Dean? 

Mr. L.\Rr ;E. Not to my recollection; no, sir. 
Mr. DASH. To anyone else? 
:Mr. LARUE. Not to my recollection; no. sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. Did you meet with )[r. O'Brien during the summer of 

1972? 
Mr. L.\RUE. Yes. sir; I met with :\Ir. O'Brien many times. 
Mr. DASH. Could yon tell us about how often and what was dis, 

cussed at this time at these meetings? 
Mr. LARUE. I met with yol1 know. l\Ir. O'Brien. I wouldn't 

say on a daily basis, but 1Ir. O'Brien had been retained by the com
mittee as a counsel representing us in cfril litigation, and we had 
just numerous conrnrsations, )fr. Dash. 

).fr. D.-\SH. Diel any of those rnrn·ersations have to do with the 
needs of the defendants in the crimina 1 cases? 
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Mr. DASH. In that manner'? 
Mr. KAL31BACH. That is correct. That ,.vas the end-all. There were 

several_ telephone calls, but the final wrap-up on it was that he refused 
to receive the funds. 

1'fr. D,~SH. VVho was contaeted, next, \Yhich ht,vyed 
Mr. KAL3IBACH. I think Mr. O'Brien was contacted and again with 

the same result. 
l\fr. DASH. He refused to receive the funds? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsH. And then who next was approached'? 
Mr. KAumACH. I think then it was Mr. Bittman, and Mr. Bittman

! think this may have been when the name Rivers was used, :Mr. 
Dash, but my recollection would be that Mr. Bittman received $25,000, 
probably sometime during the second week of ,July 1972. 

Mr. DASH. Did you fo1low any usual procedure that Mr. Ulasewicz 
would make the contact and pay the money, he would call you and then 
you would call Mr. Dean and tell him it had been accomplished? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Or Mr. LaRue. 
Mr. DAsH. Or Mr. LaRue. vVere all these phone calls booth to booth? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Even when you spoke to Mr. Dean 1 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes; that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Or Mr. LaRue ~ 
Mr. KALMBACH. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vhat other lawyers were supposed to receive money, to 

your recollection, Mr. Kalmbach~ , 
Mr. KALMBACH. Well, after the disbursal to Mr. Bittman, I think 

there was-most of the remaining funds went to Mrs. Hunt who, in 
fact, was the person who did the distributing thereafter and she dis
tributed to these other attorneys. 

Mr. DASH. Mrs. Hunt? 
Mr.KAurnACH. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Now, when you next-when did yon next return to 

Washington, after this first series of meetings, where you received 
this money and met with Mr. Ulasewicz, when did you next return to 
1Vashington? r Mr. KALMBACH. Well, the next time that I was back in "\Vashington 
involved in this assignment, Mr. Dash, was, I think it was, on July 19. 

Mr. DAsH. What happened at that time~ vVhat brought you back1 
Mr. KAL)fBACH. 1iVell, at that time, I think I was asked to come 

back, I think by either Mr. Dean or Mr. LaRue, and to meet with Mr. 
Dean and Mr. LaRue in Mr. Dean's office in the Executive Office 
Building. 

Mr. DASH. Did you receive any moni~y from Mr. LaRue at that 
time? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. DASH. How much was that? . 
Mr. KALMBACH. Oh, some $40,000 was received from Mr. LaRue 

at that time. , 
Mr. DASH. 1Vhere did you receive it? 
Mr. KAL1\IBACH. In Mr. Dean's office. 
Mr. DASH. Did you receive any additional instructions at that time? 
Mr. KArnrnACH. I may have, 1\fr. Dash. I am not certain as to that. 
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Mr. DASH. What did you do with this money, this $40,000, was this 
in cash by the way? 

:Mr. KAL:.\IBACH. Yes, it was in cash. 
:Mr. DASH. Do you know the denominations of cash 'i 
Mr. KALlIBACH. I think it was primarily $100 bills. 
:Mr. DASH. What did you do with this new supply of money? 
Mr. KALlIBACH. I took these funds and I think I went to New York 

late that afternoon, stayed at the Regency Hotel, and gave the funds. 
to Mr. Ulasewicz, who came to my room in the Regency, probably 
a.round 8 :30 or 9 that evening. 

Mr. DASH. Now, you returned the following week, did you not, 
Mr. Kalmbach, to "\Vashington? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir, I did . 
. Mr. DASH. Now, why did you return, when did you return, and who 

d1dyouseei 
Mr. KALMBACH. About this time, Mr. Dash, I was being urged

you will recall from my testimony that the funds that were given to 
· me by Mr. LaRue were not solicited by me, they were simply given to 

L me to be given to Mr. Ulasewicz. About this time, I was asked by 
either Mr. Dean or Mr. LaRue to raise additional funds. I began· to 
have a degree of concern about this assignment. . 

Mr. DASH. What began to cause you to have that degree of concern~ 
Was it the nature of the covert operations, was it. the fact that you . 
were paying this money to defendants? Could you give us a little 
description or basis or background of that concern? - · 

l\ir. KAUIBACH. I think the primary reason for my concern was the 
secrecy and the clandestine, covert nature of this activity. 

Mr. DASH. Sort of like a 007 operation. 
Mr. KALMBACH. Like a James Bond scenario. 
Mr. DASH. And you were part of that whole scenario? 

. Mr. KAUIBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsH. The President's personal attorney? 
Mr. KALMBACH. And it was verv distasteful to me and it had created 

this degree of concern. The concern was sufficient to make me certain 
in my own mind.that I wanted to talk to John Ehrlichman. 

Mr. DASH. Why? 
Mr. KAL:lIBACH. One, I wanted John Ehrlichman to confirm that 

.John Dean did in fact have the authority to direct me to undertake 
this assignment. 

Second, I wanted him to assure me as to the propriety of this as
signment. In any event, I requested a meeting with John Ehrlichman. 
My records indicate that I met with him in his office at 3 :30 on July 26. 

:Mr. DAsH. Could you describe that meeting for us----
1\fr. KAUIBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH [continuing]. vVhat you said to him and what he said to 

vou~ 
· Mr. KALl\IBACH. Yes, sir. As I have stated, the reason for the meeting 
was to get the assurance as to Mr. Dean's authority and as to the 
propriety. 

Mr. DASH. Also, at this time, yon were being asked to go out and to 
raise some additional funds on vonr own, were you not, Mr. Kalmbach? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir; and this would be the first time, Mr. Dash, 
that I would be going to an outside contributor. I 1..-now that the secrecy 
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Mr. KALMBACH. :Mr. Dash, I had no background knowledge at all. 
This is just the impression that I received ancl I thought that frankly, 
it was, again, a very humane thing. 

Mr. DASH. So in a real sense, you took your so-called moral stand
ard from l\fr. Ehrlichman's statement that it was appropriate? 

Mr. K\Ll\IB.\CH. "\Vell, Mr. Dash, I think it is more that I had such 
trust in Mr. Dean and l\Ir. Ehrlichman that I. if I ,ve1·e advised by 
them, assured by them, in my mind, there ·was no possibility that 
there would be anv--

:Mr. DASH. Impropriety? 
Mr. KAL1IB-\CH [continuing]. Any impropriety; no, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Now, at that time when you had been 1·eassurecl by l\fr. 

Ehrlichman, did you pick up any additional money from Mr. LaRue 
while you were in "\Vashington? 

Mr. K,urnAcII. Yes; I recall that I picked up approximately $30,-
000 the next day that :Mr. LaRue gave to me in his office at 1701 

__ ..... Pennsvl vania A venue. 
:Mr:DAsH. Diel you have any additional instn1ctions with regard 
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to that money? 
Mr. K..u:uBACH. I may have, l\Jr. Dash. I don't recall. 
:Mr. DASH. What did you do with that money? 
Mr. KALMBACH. I called Mr. Ulasewicz, who came down to "\Vash

jngton, and stayed at the Statler-Hilton, and I gave him those funds 
in his room at the Statler-Hilton. 

Mr. DAsH. All right. Now, you then had returned to California, did 
you not? 

Mr. KAurnACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH, Did you raise that additional amount of money that you 

were asked to raise 't 
Mr. KAL1IBACH. Yes, I did. I called Mr. Thomas V. Jones sometime 

between, I think it was August 1 and August 5, I am not certain as to 
the date, and indicated that I would like to come by and see him. 
He 'had earlier indicated to me that he would have funds for me if 
there was any SJ?ecial need. . . 

Mr. DASH. Did he-who, by the way smce you have named him, who 
is Mr. Jones? 

Mr. KALMBACH. He is chairman of Nor throp Corp., in California. 
Mr. DASH. And has he been a political contributor to :Mr. Nixon, 

the President? 
Mr. KAL)IBACH. Yes, sir, he has personally. 
l\fr. DASH. And when he indicated to yon earlier if you needed any 

help he would provide those funds, ,vas that in the area of contributing 
to the President's reelection campaign'? 

Mr. KALl\IBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. All right. Now you called him and told him ,vhat? 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. I called him and I think I reminded him on the 

telephone of his earlier statement to me, and he indicated immediately 
that he would be glad _to see mr, and we "·orkrd out a time that was 
mutually convenient. I went to his office, in Century City in ,Yest Los 
Angeles, I think it ,vas in mid-afternoon and met ,vith him there, and 
we had a 15-minute meeting or thereabouts, and he took from his desk 
a package, and handed it to me. I put it in my briefcase, and left his 
office and went back to Ne,vport Beaeh. 
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a discussion of the need for support money in cxchan;re for the silence 
for the men in jail and if the CIA could not do it they would haYe to 
find money somewhere else. 1Ir. LaRue indicated that :\Ir. Stans had 
only a small amount of cash. I bclie,-e he said S70,000 or $80,000, but 
more would be needed. After some discussion which I cannot recall 
with any specificity at this time, :Mitchell asked me to get the apprornl 
o:f Haldeman and Ehrlichman to use }fr. Herbert Kalmbach to raise 
the necessary money. Before I departed the meeting I remember ed that 
Mr. l\fitchell, in an aside for my ears only; told me that the ,,11ite 
House, in particular Ehrlichman , should be nry interested and anx
ious to accommodate the needs of these men. He was referring to ac
tivities that they had conducted in the past that related to the "\TI1ite 
House, such as the Ellsberg break-in. 

I com-eyed this request to Haldeman and Ehrlichman ancl they told 
me to proceed to contact }Ir . Kalmbach. I called }Ir. Kalmbach on 
June 28, and told him that Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and )Iitchell had 
requested that he come back to "\Yashington as quickly as possible. He 
told me he would take the next flight. 

n I met Mr. Kalmbach at the :\Iayflower Hotel on June 29. 1Ve first 
et in the coffee shop, but could not find sufficient prirncy to talk, 

we went to his room. I had always been Yery open in my deal
gs with Mr. Kalmbach, and I knew that he had stated, after h<> 

completed his fundraising activities prior to .April 7, 1972. that . hP 
did not wish to engage in any further fundraising- actidties. so I tolrl 
him everythintI knew about the case at that time, including my con
cern that it nnght invoke the President himself, but I did not know 
that for a fact. I also told him that Haldeman, Ehrlichman. anil 
)Iitchell felt it -was very important that he raise the moue:_\·. I told him 
that per Mitchell's instructions he should contact Fred LaRue as to 
the amounts needed and the timing . I knew that Kalmbach was not 
happy with this assignment, and he said he was undertaking it only 
because :Mitchell, Haldeman. and Ehrlichman had so requested. I do 
not know i:f Mr. Kalmbach discussed this with any of these persons, 
but given the nature of the request, I did not expect him to take it on 
my word alone. I had ne,-er before gh·en instructions to Kalmbach to 
raise any money or ne,-er passed on any similar instructions to him. 

Subsequent to onr meeting. Kalmbach informed me he was depart
ing to raise the money , but he wanted Tony Ulasewicz to handle any 
deliveries because )Ir. L1ase,,icz was the only man he woulcl trust. He 
said that he did not · hare his telephone number and requested that I 
call ,Jack Caulfield and request that )[r. l;1ase,Yicz call him in Cali-. 
fornia. I called Caulfield and made the request. but I did not tell 
Caulfield the reason Kalmbach wanted to hare }Ir. nascwicz call l1im. 

,vithin a week or so. Kalmbach returned to ,Yashin!!ton and re
quested that I me~t him in Lafayptte Park, "·hich I did. ·ue s:,id that 
I could report to Haldeman and Ehrlichman that lw had rai5t.•d th<> 
money and, in fact, he said he had it in his b1·iefcase with him. to the 
best. of my recollection. he tokl nw lw m1s C'n rn11tP to mc,•t }fr. rbsc
wicz. but wantC'd me to know thP iob was don<'. Followin·~ that nlt't'tin!! 
and sevei:al d:l\-s later. as I recall. lH' called Ill(' and s:,i<l that lw had 
asked Fred L:1Rt1c to conw to mv oflkl' to gin ,~ him the tktail~ of who 
was to gC't. how nmeh. I rpeall tha't such a lll;'Ptin!! ,li,11w,·111· in nn-o!ne,•, 
!mt I ,~-as 011 and off the telephone ,.·hifo L:1 H11e and Kalmbaeh ,wn~ 
l,!Oin/! on•r th<' fi1!m·es and I !tan' ahsolukly no rC'coll,'t'tion of the 
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details of their discussion. I know that LaRue had the figures on a 
sheet of paper and Kalmbach wrote them down in his own code on a 

LJ
small piece of paper which he placed in his ,vallet. I ha,·e i10 further 
knowledge of how or when or to whom delivery was made. ·:\Ir. Kalm
ach merely told me later that it had been done and I passed this on to 
hrlichman and Haldeman. 
S_enator BAKER. Mr. Dean, before you do, it is the wish o:f the 

chairman-he had to go to the floor of the Senate to attend other 
business--that we continue until about 12 :30 and then recess for lunch, 
if that is agreeable to you. I think you might have time to just finish 
this sequence and then recess for lunch. 

)Ir. DASH. There is a break on page 97. 
Senator BAKER. We will see how far the witness can go until--
2\fr. Ina~. The witness only has the first part of his statement. 
Senator BAKER. I understand there is another part of about 150 

pages or thereabouts. We are anxious for yon to go as far as you can, 
so you have been reading for 21h hours, almost, so another 10 minutes, 
I think, and then we will break for lunch. 

)Ir. DEA:s-. Fine. 

Drscusswx OP MITCHELL A1',"'D l\:u.GR1JDER REMAni'TNG AT THE 

REELECTIOX Co::.nrITTEE 

I would like to return once again to the period of June 21 through 
,Tune 30 in .the matter of :Mr. Mitchen and Mr. l\Iagruder remaining 
at the reelection committee. As I had indicated. I had frequent dis
cussions with Ehrlichman and Haldeman, in which I would report 
back to them on information they had requested or report informa
tion I had received. It was sometime during the last 10 days of 
,Tune that I recall a meeting in Haldeman's office in which they 
asked me for my recommendation regarding removing l\Iitchell and 
l\fagrncler from the reelection committee. This discussion preceded my 
contacting Kalmbach . At that time I repeated my knowledge of the 
meetings which had occurred. in l\lit~hell's office in January and Febru
ary when Liddy was presenting his proposal. I told them I did not 
know for a fact that l\Iitchell had ever approved Liddy's plans, but 
l\Iagruder had recently inferred to me that Mitchell was aware of the 
operation. I told them I had never discussed it with l\fitchell himself 
and the only observation I could make was that the\¥ atergate matter 
appeared to be consuming most of l\Iitchelrs time, which might dis
tract him from the campaign. · 

1Vith regard to l\fagruder, I repeated what Liddy had told me re
garding l\Iagruder's pushing him into doing the break-in at the Demo
cratic National Committee. I also said that I thought there 1Vas a 
real chance he cou1cl be indicted, although Jlitcheli and l\Iagruder 
thonght that the matter might be stopped at Lidclv. Accordingly, I 
told them I dicl not think I could make a recommendation regaTding 
}Iitc:hell, hut I did recommend that }fo!!'ruder be remO\·ed in a rrracc
fnl manner that would not unduly :jeopardize him. They t1{:mked 
me, and told me thev would take mv recommendations under addse
nwnt. The next time.I heard anvthii1g abont this subject was ·when it 
was pnbliclv announced that l\fr. :\IitchE'll was n'signing. I was some
what startlerl that Jlagruder was rcmai11ing. It was clear that 
}fogrndt'r was tht~ only link back to tht.• \\11ite Ifouse, and }fogrnder 
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19. On or about July 26, 19 72 Herbert Kal1mbach met with John 

Ehrlichman in Ehrlichman's office. Kalmbach has testified to the 

following regarding that meeting: Ehrlichman assured Kalmbach that 

it was necessary and legally proper for Kalmbach to continue secretly 

to raise and provide funds for the persons imrol ved in the break-in 

at the DNC headquarters; Kalmbach asked Ehrli1chman to assure him that 

Dean had authority to direct him in this assignment, and Ehrlichman 

stated that Dean had that authority, that it was a legally proper 

project and that Kalmbach was to go forward w:ith it; Kalmbach requested 

the meeting because he had become concerned whether the secret payments 

operation he was conducting with Ulasewicz wa:s a legally proper activity, 

whether Dean had authority to have Kalmbach u~dertake that assignment, 

and whether the operation should be continued; and Kalmbach received 

the desired reassurance from Ehrlichman. Ehrlichman has testified that 

he did not give assurances to Kalmbach. On AJPril 19, 1973, just prior 

to Kalmbach's testifying before the Watergate Grand Jury, he and Ehrlich-

man discussed by telephone their July 26, 1972 conference. Ehrlichman 

tape recorded that conversation. 

19.1 Herbert Kalmbach calendar, July 26, 1972 
Page 

(received from SSC) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 266 

19.2 John Ehrlichman log, July 26, l.972 (received 
from SSC) .••••••••••.••••••••••••..•••••..•.••.•••• 26 7 

19.3 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 S:SC 2105-07 •••••••••• 268 

19.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2568-69, 2571-72 •• 271 

19.5 Herbert Kalmbach testimony, 5 SSC 2161-62 •••••••••• 275 

19. 6 Transcript of tape recorded conlversation between 
Herbert Kalmbach and John Ehrli.chman, April 19, 
1973, 4:50 p.m., SSC Exhibit No1. 77, 5 SSC 
2215-17 .....•................•.....•............... 277 
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President, fj.:.1ite9, .t~i ~lines; Paul R. _Ignati.u3, .E:""~c~.;.t~-:'..re· 
Vice President, Ai= Trans f>O:::-'.: A::;-;od.ation; 
1,•filliarn Seawell, Chairman of the Boa.rd, P'l.n _A-Cl; 

Rai2h Ski~ "'H!r, Senior VP for Inci.ustry A£i1l::3, E;:?.3i;ern 
Airlines; Geo :cge A. •Harde, Pr~si.dent, Ame:-ic::?.n Aidine3; 
T. C. •,Vi3er, P~esideJ.1.t, TWA 
Car at west basement 
International Club, Scandinavian R.oom - Government 
Securities and Feder1l Agenci:::s Cor:runittee 
President 
Cong. John Anderson, Dick Cook> Ed :Morgan 
Jack Sutherland (U.S. News and •Norld~eport} 
Mr. and j\1rs. ]\'like Henry 

"WEDNESDAY, JULY 26,, 1972 

. 8 :00 

8: 15 
11 :00 
12:00 
12: 15 
2:30 

(I:30 
=> :00 

HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
Press briefing (spending ceiling) 
Car at wast baseme nt 
Lunch with Postmaste::- General E. T. Klass en 
Roosevelt Room - p. r. group 
Herb Kalmbach 
Tennis with Huthn, Harper, Hruska. 

TrIURSDAY, JULY 27, 1972 

7:30-8:00 
10:00 
12: 30 
3:00 
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The Croup - I-IRH, H ~rlow, Cobon, :MacGregor, lvEtc~ell. 
C t ,.., "d . our nay 0n ·~L on 
President' 3 ~r-es s 
Lou C ?.r:.:.'1:():1 
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Mr. DASH. ·what did you do with this money, this $40t000, was this 
in cash by the way 1 

l\[r. IC\UIBACH. Yes, it was in cash. 
Mr. DASH. Do you know the denominations of cash? 
Mr. IC\UIBACH. I think it was primarily $100 bills. 
l\Ir. D.\SH. \Vb.at did you do with this new supply of money 1 
Mr. KALMBACH. I took these funds and I think I went to New York 

]ate that afternoon, stayed at the Regency Hotel, and gave the funds 
to Mr. Ulasewicz, who came to my room in the Regency, probably 
around 8 :30 or 9 that evening. 

Mr. DASH. Now, you returned the following week, did you not, 
.Mr. Kalmbach, to ·washington? 

Mr. KAL)IBACH. Yes, sir, I did. 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, why did you return, when did yon return, and who 

did you see? . 
Mr. ICu.)IBACH. About this time, Mr. · Dash, I was being urged

you will recall from my testimony that the funds that were given to 
me by Mr. LaRue were not solicited by me, they were simply given to 
me to be given to Mr. Ulasewicz. About this time, I was :isked by 
either Mr. Dean or Mr. LaRue to raise additional funds. I began to 
have a degree of concern about this assignment. 

n
Mr. DASH. vYhat began to cause you to have that degree of concern¥ 

r as it th. e nature of the covert operati .ons, was it the fact that you 
ere paying this money to defendants 1 Could you give us a little 
escri ption or basis or background of that concern? . 
Mr. KALMBACH. I think the primary reason for my concern was the 

· secrecy and the clandestine, cove1t nature of this activity. 
· l\fr. DASH. Sort of like a 007 operation.- . 

Mr. KAL)IBACH. Like a James Bond scenario. 
Mr. DASH. And you were part of that whole scenario? 
l\fr. KALMBACH.Yes, sir. 
l\fr. DASH. The President's personal attorney~ 
Mr. KAL:\m.\CH. And it was wry distasteful to me and it had created 

this degree of concern. The concern was sufficient to make me certain 
in my own mind that I wanted to talk to John Ehrlichman. 

Mr. DASH. ,vhy? 
Mr. KAL:\CBACH. One, I wanted John Ehrlichman to confirm that 

,T olm Dean did in fact have the authority to direct me to undertake 
this assignment. • . 

Second, I wanted him to assure me as to the propriety of this as
signment. In any eYent, I requested a meeting with John Ehrlichman .. 
l\fy records indicate that I met with him in his office at 3 :30 on July 26. 

Mr. DASH. Could you describe that. meeting for us--
1\fr. KALMBACH. Yes,sir. · 
Mr. DASH [ continuing]. What you said to him and what he said to 

vou1 
• Mr. K.U,)IBACH. Yes, sir. As I have 1-tated, the reason for the meeting 
was to get the assurance as to l\Ir. Dean's authority and as to the 
propriety. 

Mr. DASH. Also, at tl1is time, you "·ere being asked to go out and to 
raise some additional funds on your own, were you not, Mi·. Kalmbach? 

Mr. ICu.:\mAcu. Yes, sir; and this would be the first time. Mr. Dash, 
that I would be going to an outside contributor. I know that the secrecy 
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involved in this ·was, as I say, very distasteful. It was probably the 
primary item of concern, feeding this concern that I had. 

Other factors would incluclii the fact that, oh, }fr. Haldeman and 
Mr. EhrJichman, back around April 7, had indicated to me that I had 
been involved in this fundraising activity for such a long period 
that-- · 

Senator ERVIN. I think the committee had better recess and go to 
vote. There is a vote on in the Senate. 

[Recess.] 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Kalmbach, we were just at the point where you had 

come into ·w ashington on the 26th to see Mr. Ehrlichman because, 
as you testified, you had developed a real concern based on the secrecy 
of the activity of working with Mr. Ulasewic,1 and the delivery of 
money and the fact that yon were now being asked to go out and raise 
new funds .and yon wanted to see Mr. Ehrlichma.n in order to find out, 
one, whether or not Mr. Dean had the authority to ask you to do this, 
and, I think, two, whether or not it was proper. Could you then take it 
on from there, Mr. Kalmbach? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. DASH. Again, I ask you what did you say to Mr. Ehrlichman 

and what did he say to you? • 
Mr. KALMBACH. ·when I first went into that meeting with Mr. 

Ehrlichman, I told him, you are familiar with this assignment? He 
said, "Yes, I am." 

Mr. DAsrr. ·would you say that again? ·what did you ask him? 
]\fr. KALMBACH. I said, "You are familiar with this assignment that 

I had received from John Dean?" He said, "Yes, I am." 
Mr. DASH. By that as~ignment, you meant the payment of the 

money? 
Mr: KALMBACH. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Yon were sure that he understood what you were talk

ing about? 
Mr. IL.\LMBACH. Absolutely. And I went through it as far as the 

secrecy and how this secrecy was bothering me, indicating to him that 
this is something that was new and foreign to me. I wanted him to
told him that the press was giving me concern, the whole secrecy 
thing-the press, this, and that.. · 

Mr. D.\SH. ·what do you mean, the press i 
Mr. KALl\IBACH. ·well, I mean the press coverage on the Watergate. 

I was beginning to have concern about this assignment. And I wanted, 
and I said, ".Tohn, I want you to tell me"-and you know, I can remem
ber it very vividly because I looked at him, and I said. '~.Tohn, I am 
looking right into your eyes. I know Jeanne and your family, you 
know Barbara and my family. You know that my family and my 
reputation mean everything to me, and it is just absolutely necessary 
.Tohn, that you tell me, first that John Dean has the authority to direct 
me in this assignment, that it is a proper assignment, and that I am 
to ao forward on it." 

Mr. DASH. And did he look at you in the eyes? 
Mr. ICu,l\mAcH. Yes; he did. 
l\f r. DASH. ·what did he say to you~ 
l\fr. KALl\IBACH. He said, "Herb, ,John Dean does have the authority, 

it is proper, and you are to go forward." 
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Now, he said, in commenting on the secrecy, he explained that as 
saying that bnt for the secrecy , this ,-..-,hole assignment, getting these 
funds to these people for this purpo::;e could get into the press and be 
misinterpreted. And then I remember he used the figure of speech, he 
said, "They would have our heads in their laps," which again would 
indicate to me that it would jeopardize the campaign. 

Mr. DASH. Did he say something like this was political dynamite? 
l\f r. KALMBACH. 1Vell, I do not remember that, but I remember the 

"our heads in their laps:' remark. He might have said politi~l 
dynamite. 

But the effect of all this, Mr. Dash, was to-
Mr. DASH. To reassure you? 
Mr. KALMBACH. The effect actually was that it washed out the con

cern that I had had-that had built up preliminary to this meeting, 
and I went out of that meeting certain that it ,rns proper for me to go 
back to California and approach this contributor, this first contributor 
that I would approach in this program. 

Mr. DASH. ·well, even though he told you then that you would have 
to maintain the secrecy and that if it ever got out, they-and I take 
it that he may have meant the Democrats--- , 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes. 
Mr. DASH [continuing]. ·would you have our heads in their laps 

and it might jeopardize the campaign, that did not suggest to you any 
impropriety in doing that? 

Mr. KAornACH. No; it did not. 
Mr. DASH. Why not '? , 
l\Ir. KALMBACH. It suggested to me that the concern was that this 

would have a-if it got into the press, misinterpreted--
Mr. DASH. How could it be misinterpreted? 
l\f r. KALMBACH. Misinterpreted in whatever way-that funds were 

being given to these people. 
Mr. DASH. Now, how could your providing funds through either 

Mr. Dean's aegis or through l\Ir. Erlichman's aegis, through the com
mittee, to burglars, wiretappers, and conspirators be misinterpreted? 

Mr. KALMBACH. ·wen, the misinterpretation ,rnuld be that this was 
being clone to silence these people. 

Mr. DASH. Could anybody have had any other interpretation? 
Mr. KAL~IBACH. I did. 
Mr. DASH. 'What interpretation did you have, l\Ir. Kalmbach? 
Mr. KALMBACH. I had the interpretation, as I stated in my opening 

statement, that I felt that the green light had been given to these peo
ple in some manner, expressly or implicitly, and maybe by just, just 
by chance, where they had gone forward on this idiotic and stupid 
thing in this 'Watergate break-in and illegal act, and that someone
and I never knew to whom Mr. Dean and l\Ir. LaRue reported. I just 
had the feeling that someone had given the go-ahead in some manner 
and that someone felt that even though these people had done an 
illegal act, the decent , thing to do is to provide them with, at least 
provide them with lawyers and provide them with family support. 

Mr. DASH. And not to see that certain people were fin~d and to 
come out and disclaim it rather than actually snppo1t these people 
before they were charged with any offense? 
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.Mr. Tuo :ursox. But is that not something completely separate and 
apart from what )Ir . Kalmbar::h was doing? Didn't :\fr. Kalmbar::h 
come to yon and, in essence, tell you that he " ·as raising mon ey am1 
ask if it was all right~ 

Mr. EnRLrcinrAx. ·well, not quite in those terms, but I had a con
conversation ·with Mr. Kalmbach about the fact that he was raising 
money for attorneys' fees. 

l\Ir. THO).rpsox. Give us the essence of that com·ersation, if you can. 
1v'11en did it occur and what was said? 

)Ir. EI-IRLICJ-DL\N. It occurred on .Tuly 14 out in his office in New
port Beach. That ,m s a Friday afternoon. I stopped at his office on 
my way from the ,Yestern 1Vhite House back to the place that I was 
stayintr , ,vhich ,ms on farther north , and he showed me his offices. 
'\Ye talked about the California political sit uation, whi ch he was 
then 1:ery concerned about, on which he had a number of ideas. And 
he ment ioned to me in the course of that get-together that he was now 
raising money. He said it rather philosophically, because ,ve had had a 
corn·ersation back sometime in February or March in which--

Mr. THO~IPsox. How do you talk about raising money: philosoph-
ically? [Laughter.] . 
• Mr. EHRLICHMAX. Well, this way: He had hoped to get out of the 
money-raising business the first of April and we had hatched a rather 
elaborate plot to get him out of the money-raising business and it was 
that Bob Haldeman and I would be his defense when Maury Stans 
and John Mitchell asked him to get back into the fundraising again. 
He said he had had th;it activity and he had been at it a couple of 
t imes in Presidential campaigns and he really wanted to do other 
kinds of things to be he] pful. - . 

So w·e agreed that when he was approached by l\Ir. Stans or l\lr. 
Mitchell, tiiat he would sav, and we ,vould back him up, that he was 
going to· do political chores for th e Y\Thite House on assignment. 

He was philosophical about it in the sense that it was sort of, well, 
maybe you have hearcl--

l\Ir. Tno~IPSON. Could I ask vou this? 
Mr. EHRLICIBIAX [ continui"ng]. I am back ra ising money again .. 

n 
Mr. Tno::ursox. Pardon me for interrupting . Could I ask you this: 

He te stified es.sentially th. at lie looked into your eyes and said, "John, 
know your family, vou know mv family, is this the thing to do, is it 

11 right ?" • • · 
You said, "yes, Herb, it is." 
X ow·, did that happen? 
:\fr. EHRLICIDL\.X. I am sure that if he had looked into my eyes and 

I had looked into his eves and we had im·oked the names of our wiws, 
I am sure I would rernember that solemn occasion and I am sorr, to 
say that I don't remember. • 

°I ,rnnld never in my life ask H erb Kalmbach to do anvthing- that 
I thought was shady or improper, certainly not illegal. ~c\nd i:(Herb 
Kalmba ch had Her said to me, ''Do you nrnch fo r the propriety or the 
legnlity of what I am doing," I ,rnnld haw been wry, Yery slow to make 
a11v assnran ee to Herb ,,ithont a lot of research to satisfy myself. And 
that is \Yhy I am pretty sme that that kind of request ·was· not made 
of me and I did not make a response, because I nernr did kn-e occasion 
to research it or find out about it. 
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Mr. THO:\IPSON. Dean had already talked to you about it previously, 
thonah 1 

M~. EnRLICIDL\N. ,Yell, he had talked to me about it. He said, 
"Look, I am going to see if we can 1,,-ret Herb Kalmbach ,vmmd up to 
raise some attorney's fees for John Jiitchell, who says we have really 
got to do it for the reasons that I have stated/' He said, "if he checks 
with you, back me up on this." 

Now, it happened that he did not check with me. Herb did not call 
me and we did not talk about it until he was well into the project. As 
I say, it was, as I recall, the 14th of .July when we first discussed it. And 
the balance of the conversation, after he said, as I say. rather resigned
ly, that he was back in this, that he was using Tony "L"lasewicz to carry 
cash-and I got the impression that he was carryinµ- cash from Cali
fornia to the East and I may be mistaken about that, but I related that 
to Dean's very brief conversation with me before about this. There was 
no solicitation of him to me, is this OK for me to do or anything of 
that sort at that time. · 

Now, he was in my office again back here, what, 12 da.ys later, I guess 
it was, on the 26th. and my log shows that. I do not. know-he made 
periodic risits and he would come in and he would haYe a: whole list of 

L things that he wanted to talk about, and we would go down his list. 
It may he that this business was on it. but I am just morally certain 
that there was no such request of him that I vouch for the activity nor 
was there any Youching on my part; 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Ehrlichman, I wonld like to conclude. Now the 
reason I am probing this area with re~ard to your frame of mind at the 
time is this: It appears to me that if, say. the break-in at the psychia
trist's office of Daniel Ellsberg was a le,gitimate matter, a matter con
cerning national security and was held under your interpretation, I 
presume, of the implied powers of the President under the Constitu- _ 
tion; if you felt this way, and if. in fact, the President had instmcted 
you for national security reasons to see that those matters were not un
covered or exposed in the investigation of the 'Watergate, then all of 
these other matters would seem to follow as a matter of course, the 
other matters you responded to, this business about tellin~ Dean to 
deep-six the Hunt documents; the business about seeing that monev 
was raised or helping- to see that money was raised to keep the defend
ants quiet; this bnsiness about offering Hunt Executh·e clemency or 
the President offering Hunt Executive clemency and I know you want 
to respond to all of those, but I am interested in how you felt at. the 
time. If, first. yon did feel like the previous actfrities of the Plumbers 
were legitimate and legal, and, second, the President did giw yon 
the instruction which he says he gave you. then would not these matters 
follow as a matter of conrsP, and would von have anv reason to denv 
them? · · - • 

Mr. EnRLICIHL\N. ::\fr. Thompson. without getting- into all of these 
specific misstatements of truth. 1Pt us look at what I did do when the 
President gave me the instrnction back in the first of 1!)72. with re
gard to hohling eonficle11tial the adiYitirs of that special unit. What 
I cli<l do was to contact thP proplr who WPI'(' irn-olved. that is. Krogh. 
and Young primarih-. and say. "This is t1w Presidrnt·s dPcision. this 
is his detpnnination, he doPs not want this talked about. It is confiden
tial. it is secret, it is not to he discussed." 
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Senator ERvrx. Can you--
::'ifr. EHRLICIDL\N. I didn't contribute a nickel, Mr. Chairman. 
SenatorEnvrx. Yes. [Laughter.] 
You authorized somebody else to contribute 1 
Mr. EHRLICIL\CAN. No, I would like to set that straight, if I might, 

l\1r. Chairman. 
The only reason that anybody ever came to me about l\f r. Kalmbach 

raising money ·was because of this arrangement that we had entered 
into that we would protect Mr. Kalmbach if he wished to be protected 
from requests to raise money. Now that is-it was a situation where 
cbvionsly he didn't wish to be protected. He made the judgment, he 
made it independent of me, and whether I conceded to it or not ob
viously didn't make any difference. 

Senator ERvrx. Did he ever talk to you about that? 
Mr. EnRLICIDIAN. Not until after the fact. 
Senator ERvrx. I will ask you if he didn't come to you and not only 

nlk about having known you a long time and you having known his 
. family, but didn't he ask you whether it was a proper or legal 

operatiol}? 
Mr. EHRLICH MAN. Mr. Chairman, the testimony is that that meeting, 

according to Mr. Kalmbach, was the 26th of ,July when he was long 
into this, and as I have already testified. 

Senator ERvrN. He testified he had become dubious about the pro
priety of it and he went to you for reassurance? 

Mr. EHRLICH:;\IAN. "\V ell, as I--
Senator ERVIN. And he also testified when he got to you that you 

told him it was all r.ight and to see that the money was delivered in 
secret because if he didn't deliver it in secret their heads would be 
in their laps. Didn't that occur? 

:Mr. EHRLICIUCAN. No. As a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, as I 
have just told Mr. Thompson, I would be terribly slow to reassure 
Herb Kalmbach, whom I consider a good and close friend, of the pro
priety of any such undertaking, of any such undertaking without 
checking it first, if he had asked me, and I am testifying to you, Mr. 
Chairman, that he did not ask me. 

Senator ERVIN. vVell, yon recall his testimonv was to the effect that 
I have given you? • 

Mr. EHRLICIUIAN. You mean about the head in the lap business? 
Senator ERVIN. Yes; that the heads would roll. 
Mr. EnRLICJUfAN. I suspect that ·what vrns said there was that cer

tainly Mr. Kalmbach's involvement--
Senator ERVIN. I am not asking about that. My question is, didn't 

he have a conversation in which you told him to do it in secret because 
otherwise "If it gets out, our heads will be in their laps"? 

Mr. EnRLICH:HAN. I am trying to answer you, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIN. -well, you can answer that yes or no. I have just 20 

minutes at this time, and I want to ask mv questions. [Laughter.] 
I will put this question to yon: Don't' you consider that Herbert 

Kalmbach-- · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I am perfectly willing to answer that, Mr. Chair

man. 
Mr. 1VILSON. Let him ans,ver that question, Mr. Chairman, please. 
Senator ERVIN. He goes off and answers something I don't ask him. 
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Mr. ,vrLsox. Yes, but. a "Yes'' and "Xo': nsnally calls for explana
tion. 

Senator ERVIX. 'Well, what is the answer , yes or no, that he had this 
com·ersation with ~fr. Kalmbach? 

:.VIr. EHRLI CID rAx. I had a conyersation with )[r. Kalmbach. )fr. 
Chairman, and I have no doubt that we, if lrn says·s o1 that we disrnssecl 
the question of secrecy because I do recall his saying that Mr. Ulase
wicz was carrying money back and forth. 

Now, I had in my mind at that time th e realization that this , what 
I considered to be a legitimate undertaking, could be terribly mis
construed if someone were to impute the efforts of the President's 
lawyer to this defense fund for "\Vatergate burglars. I mean there is 
room :for misunderstanding; I think you have stated the misunder
standing very eloquently in your opening question. 

Senator ERVIN. So that was the reason that you made arrange
ments by which a gentleman in California. who resided in California, 
would deliver the money in cash and sometimes in laundry bags to an 
ex-policeman in New York, and allow the ex-policeman to come clown 
and deliver the money under orders that he wasn't going to permit 
the people he delivered it to, to see him. 

~fr. EHRLICII)<IAX. "\Vell, Mr. Chairman, as you know, I had noth
ing to do with those details at all. As a matter of fact, I was quite sur
prised to learn in -the testimony here that there was what amounted 
to a laundering process where committee money or money held by 
people in the committee were passed through several hands and 
around to Mr. Kalmbach for eventual clelh-ery, and this, of course, all 
predated any conversation that Mr. Kalmbach and I had. 

Senator ERVIN. ·well, I have always thought that if a political in
stitution or committee enacted the role of an eleemosynary institution, 
it would, like the Pharisee, brag about it on all opportunities, and so you 
agreed with me that a Doubting Thomas might think that this money 
was routed in this clandestine way. not only to keep it secret but also 
to keep these people that were receiving the money secret ·? 

Mr. EHRLICI-DUN . No, I don't agree with that because I don~t know 
. that. I haven',t heard anything--

Senator ERVIN. I am not talking about you; a Doubting Thomas 
might reach a very erroneous conclusion, mightn't he? 

Mr. EHRLICHl'IIAN. Doubting Thomases are known for conclusions 
like that. 

Senator ERVIN. Let's see, didn't you ha .ve a phone conversation 
with Mr. Kalmbach just before he came to 'Washington to testify 
before the grand jury about this matted 

Mr. EHRLICHl'IIAN. ·1 believe he was in Washington with his attor-
neys at the time. . 

LJ
enator ERVIN . . Yes. And didn't you bug his telephone conversa 

n with you1 
Mr. EHRLICHl'IIA:N". No, sir. · 
Senator ER\ •TX. Didn't you record it then? 
fr. EHRLICHM ,\N. Yes, sir. · 

Senator ERVIN. Did you ten him in aclrnnce1 [Laughter.] 
,vill you tell us precisely what the difference is between recording 

a telephone conve rsation and bugging it? 
Mr. EirnLICHMAN. I will be happy to tell you my view of it. 
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involved in the Committee To Re-Elect the President, and the burglary 
at the '\Yatergate. 

Mr. KAL::\IBACH. Yes, sir . 
. Senator ERnx. Yes. 
Mr. KAL::\IBACH. I think again that Mr. Dean, whether he ,vas speak

ing-and I don't know who he was speaking for when he came to me 
and I still don't. But I felt that he had ties and I knew that he had ties 
with the Committee To Re-Elect, and, of course, ties in the l\1iite 
House. 

Senator ERVIX. And when you talked to ,John Ehrlichman about 
his, John Ehrlichman told you that it was an important assignment, 
hat you should carry it out, and that if this money was not raised, they 

would have our heads in their laps. 
)fr. KAL)IBACH. No, sir, he did say that it ,ms an important assign

ment, that .John Dean did have the authority, and that I should go 
forward. 

The statement that Mr. Ehrlichman made about heads in the lap~ 
was meant that if-this is the reason for the secrecy procedures-that 
if in fact, I didn't follow these secrecy procedures and it got into the 
press, it could be misinterpreted and would jeopardize the campaign. 

Senator ERVIX. vVell, he did tell you that if this assignment was not 
kept secret, that they would have our heads in their laps. And you 
took that to mean that "they" were some Democrats. ·· 

Mr. KAL)IBACH. Yes,sir. 
Senator·ERv:rx. Or the public press? 
Mr. KAL::\IBACH. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIX. Yes. 
Now, you knew at that time. did you not, that it had appeared in 

the public press all over the Nation. and on TV. that five burglars 
had been caught redhanded in the 1'Vatergate and that at that time. 
they had in their pockets money which had come from the Xixon 
campaign fund, didn't you? 

l\fr. KAL'.lrBACH. Yes, sir, I think I knew that:. 
Senator ERnx. And that was one of the things that excited in your 

mind the suspicion that there might be some connection between some
body in the '\Vhite Honse or in the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi
dent that they had procured the burglary at the ,,~atergate, didn't it? 

Mr. KAL::\IB.\CH. I think it entered my mind, l\fr. Chairman. that that 
was certainly a fact which indicated that they had been gh·en the go
ahead bv somebody at the Committee To Re-Elect.. 

Senator ERnx. ·Now, didn't you haw a phone conwrsation with 
,John Ehrlichman on April 19. 19i3, at 4 :50 p.m .• the day before you 
were scheduled to go before the grand jury? 

Mr. K.\L1IBACH. Yes. sir. I did. 
Senator Ennx. And didn't .John Ehrlichman suggest to you that 

yon should emphasize that he and Bob Haldeman had nothing to do 
with any of these matters? '-

l\fr. I(AL1m.\CH. I don't recall that that was what was stated. but I 
do re<'all the com·ersaiion. I think that he indicated in that conn:,rsa
tion that l\[r. Dean had talked to both he and l\tr. Haldeman: .ws. sir. 
I rPrnember that. 

Senator E1n,x. Ye>s: wP1L .Tohn Ehr1ichrnan told von in that con
\·ersation that DPan had gorn• to the proseenting attonH'Y and :Yas 
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seeking imrnnnity and that he. De>an, had s"orn off on Boh.Hakh•man 
and .Jchn Ehrlichman. dirln ·t lie! 

)fr. ILu,JrnACII. I think that is substtmtial1v ,vhat I remember. 
Senator ERnx. And didn't he stw:gest that rnn testifr as far as vou 

, could so as to implicate Dean and exonerate 1Ialclemaii ancl Ehrl1ch
man? 

Mr. KADIB.\CH. I did not so understand it, )Ir. Chairman. I under-
stood him to say to tell the complete truth. · 

Senator ERVIX. "\Yell, let's see. Didn't he tell you, among othei
things-didn't he say this: "I wouldn't haul the President into it if I 
could help it." 

Didn't Ehrlichman ask you that i 
)fr. KALJIBACH. Excuse me, Senator, may I read this. please? 
Senator ERVIN. The top of page 4. 
Senator ,YEICKER. :Mr. Chairman, in fairness, wouldn't it be proper 

to give the witness a few minutes to read the entire document that has 
been presented to him? Apparently, it is the first time he has seen it. 

)fr. K-1uIBACH. It is. 
Thank you very much. 
Senator BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would also like to say that it is my 

understanding-I missed it in your inquiry-that what you are read
ing- from is a question and ans,ver telephone conversation transcript, 
which was apparently recorded and submitted to us by Mr. Ehrlich
man in the course of hif, interview. And also in fairness. as Senator 
"\Veicker said, to the record, I wonder if we might have the entire 
document included in the record so that it will be available :for ready 
reference. 

Mr. O'CONNOR:= :May I say this, :Mr. Chairman? 
Consistent with the fact that as of :March 15. when Mr. Kalmbach 

and I first declared that we would cooperate with this committee and. 
have done so up until this time. I believe it was upon our addce that 
:Mr. Dash and Mr. Lenzner became aware of this wry tape. ,Ye have 
not, however, as yet, read it and we would appreciate that opportunity. 

Senator Envrx. I was under the impression. and I am sorrv if my 
impression was wrong. that Mr. Kalmbach had a copv of this. Cer
tainly. I don't want to be unfair to anybody and I certainly would ac
cord him an opportunity to read it. 

Mr. KAurBAcH. Thank you. 
Senator BAKER. :\Ir. Chairman. I wonder if there is any objection 

on the behalf of the committee or the witness to including this as an 
exhibit in the record? 

Senator EnvrN. None. 
Senator BAKER. May I ask unanimous consent that it be included 

s an exhibit in this record, appropriately numbered. 
Senator ERVIN. That will be done and it "·ill be numbered as an ex-

1bit and included in the record as such. 
rThe document referred to was marked exhibit :So. 77.*] 
Mr. KAL~IBACH. Yes. sir. 
Senator Ennx. In this telephone cmn-ersation ,vhich was taped by 

,John Ehrlichman. is it not recorded that .Tohn Ehrlichman told you. 
and I refer to png·e 3, that they. that is. the prosecuting- attorneys. ,~·ere 
trying to get at him. that is ,John Ehrlichmnn, and that they would 

•see p. 2:!t G. 
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EXHIBIT No. 77 

Conversation with Herb Kalmbach--April rn, 1973, 4 :,50 p.ru. 
E Ehrliclunan 
K Kalmbach. 
E Hi , h(,w are you? 
K I 'm pretty good. I'm scheduled for 2 tomorrow afternoon. 
E Where-at the jury or the U.S. Attorney? 
K At the jury and I'm scheduled at 5 :30 this afternoon with Silver. 
E Oh, are you? 
K Yeah . I just wantetl to run through quickly se,·eral things, John, in line 

with our conversation. I got in here last night and there was a telephone 
call from O'Brien. I returned it, went over there today and he said the 
reason for the call is LaRne has told him to ask him to call me to say that 
he had to identify me in connection with this and he wanted me to know 
that and so on. 

E Did he tell you about Dean? 
K Nope. 
E Well Dean has totally cooperated with the U.S. Attorney in the hopes of 

getting immunity. Now ,vhat he says or how he says nobody seems to be able 
to devine but he 

K The whole enchilada? 
E He's throwing off on Bob and me heavily. 
K He is? 
E Yep. 

, K He is. 
E And taking the position that he was a mere agent. Now on your episode he 

told me before he left, so to speak, he, Dean, told me that really my trans
action with him involving you was virtually my only area of liability in this 
thing and I said, well, John, what in the world a:re you talking about? He 
said, well I came to yon from :Mitchell and I said ::\Iitchell needs money 
could we call Herb Kalmbach and ask him to raise some. And I said, and 
Dean says to me, and yon said yes. And I said yep, that's right. And he said 
well that does it. And I said well that's hard for me to believe, I don't under
stand the law but I don't think Herb entered into this with any guilty intent 
and I certain didn't and so I said I just :find that hard to imagine. Now 
since then I've retained counsel. 

K Oh, yon have? 
E Very good and who agrees "l"lith me that it is the remotest kind of nonsense 

but the point that I think has to be clarified, that I'm going to clarify if I 
get a chance, is that the reason that Dean had to come to me and to Boh 
where you were concerned is that we had promised you that you would not 
he run pillar to post by Maurice Stans. 

K And also that you knew I was your friend and you knew I was the President's 
attorney 

E Sure 
K Never do anything improper, illegal, unethical or whatever. 
E Right. 
K And 
E Rut the point is that rather than Mitchell calling you direct l\Iitchell knew 

darn \\·ell that yon were no longer aYailahle. 
K Yep 
E Now this "·as post April 6. was it not? 
K Yep. April 7. 
F, So that l\ritchel and Stans hoth knew that there wasn't any rioint in calling 

you direct because we had gotten you out of that on the pretext that you 
were going to do things for us. 

K That's right. 
Fl And ,;o it wa,; necessary for Dean to come to me and then in tnrn to Roh and 

plead a Yery urgent case without really getting into any snedfics E"Xcent to 
say you had to trust me. thh'l is Yery imnortnnt. :rnd l\fitchell is nn his tre<>
or. you know, I mean is really worried: lie didn't u se that phrase, hnt he is 
really exercised ahout thi,:. And I said "·ell, .Tohn, if you tell me it's that 
important, why yes. 
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~ You know, when you and I talked and it was after John had given me I .I:\. that word, and I came in to ask you, .John is this an assignment I Im,·e to 
take on'! You said, yes it is period and move fonvard. Then that was all 

4 that I needed to be assured that I wasn't putting my family in jeopardy. 
Sure. 
And I ,n>uhl just undPrstand that you and I are absolutely together on that. 

E Xo question about it, Herb, that I would ne\·er knowingly have put you in 
any kind of a srrot. 

K Yeah. \\'ell and when we talked you knew what I was ahout to do, you know, 
to go out and get the dough for this purpose; it was humanitarian. 

E It was a defense fund. 
K ... to support the family. Now the thing that was disquieting about this 

thing with O'Brien was that he said that there is a massive campai;:m 
evidently under way to indict all the lawyers including you, Herb, and I was 
a little shocked and I guess what I need to get from you, John, is assurance· 
that this is not true. 

E Well I don't know of any attempt to target you at all. )Iy hunch is that 
they're trying to get at me, they're trying to corroborate. See what they 
said to Dean is that he gets no consideration from them unless they can 
corroborate Haldeman and my liability. 

K God, if I can just make it plain that it was humanitarian and nothing else. 
E Yeah, and the point that I undoubtedly never expressed to you that I con-

tinually operated on the basis of Dean's representations to me. 
K Yep. It was not improper. 
E Right. 
K And there was nothing illegal about it. 
F, 8ee, he's the house lawyer. 
K Yep, exactly and I just couldn't believe that you and Bob and the President 

just too good friends to en'r put me in the position where I'd l~ putting my 
family ·on the line. 

K And it's just unhelieveable, unthinkable. Xow shall I just-I'll just if I'm 
asked hy Silver I'll just lay it out just exactly that way. 

E Yeah, I ,...-ouldn't haul the President into it if you can help it. 
K Oh, no, I will not. 
E But I think the rwint that which I will make in the future if I'm given the 

chance that you were not under our control in any sort of a slavery sense 
but that we had agreed that you would not be at the beck and call ·of the 
committee. 

K And, of course, too, that I act only on orders and, you know, on direction 
and if this is something that you felt sufficiently important and that you 
were assured it ,vus altogether proper, then I ,...-oulcl take it on because I 
ahvays do it and always have. And you and Boh and the President know that. 

E Yeah, well, as far as propriety is concerned I think we both were relying en-
tirely on Dean. 

K Yep. 
E I made no independent judgment. 
K Yep. Yep. 
E And I'm sure Bob didn't either. 
K Xope and I'm just, I just have the feeling, John, that I don't know if this is 

a weak reed, is it? 
E Who, Dean? 
K Xo, I mean are they still going to say well Herb you should ha,e known. 
E I don't know how you coulcl',e. You didn't make any inquiries. 
K Xever. And the only inquiries I made, ,John, was to you after I talked to 

.John Denn. 
E And you found that I didn't know just a whole helluva lot. 
K You said this is something I ha,e to clo and--
E Yeah, and the reason that I said that, as you know, '\\"as not from any personal 

inquiry but was on the basis of what had been represented to me. 
K Yeah. and then on-to provide the defense fund and to take care of the 

families of these fellas who were then 
E Indigent 
K Not then been found guilty or not guilty 
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E And the point being here without attempting to induce them to do a damn 
thing. 

K A.u5olutely not and that was never. that was exactly right. 
E OK. 
K Xo1v, can I get into see you tomorr ow before I go in there at 2? 
E If you want to. They'll ask you. 
K Will they? 
E Yep. 
K ,veu, maybe I shouldn't. 
FJ They'll ask you to whom you've spoken about your testimony and I would 

appreciate it if you would say you've talked to me in California because at 
that time I was investigating this thing for the President. 

K And not now? 
E Well, I wouldn't a sk you to lie. 
K No, I know. 
E But the point is 
K But the testimony was in California 
F} The point-is. ·well, no your recollection of facts and so forth. 
K Yes. I agree. 
E See, I don't think we were ever seen together out there but at some point 

I'm going to have to say that I talked to O'Brien and Dean and )lagruder 
and :.'1Iitcl1ell and you and a whole lot of people about this case. 

K Yeah · 
E And so it would be consistent. 
K Do you feel, John, that calling it straight shot here, do you feel assured as 

you clid ,vhen we were out there that there's no culpability here? 
},l Yes . 
K .And nothing to worry about? 
E And Herb from everything I hear they're not after you. 
K Yes, sir. 
E From everything I hear 
K Barbara, you know 
E They're out to get me and they're out to get Bob. 
K ).fy god. Alright, well, John, it'll be absolutely clear that there was nothing 

looking towards any cover-up or anything. It was strictly for the humani
tarian and I ju~t want, when I talked to you I just want ~·on to acll·ise me 
that it was alright on that basis . 

E On that basis. 
K To go .forward 
E That it was neces sar y 
K And that'll be precb,ely the way it is . 
E Yeah. OK. 

Thanks, Herb. Bye 
0 
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20. On or about August 5, 1972 Kalmbach 111et in California with 

Thomas Jones, Chairman of Northrr;p Corporaticm, who previously had 

contributed and had offered to provide addidonal funds for the Presi

dent's campaign. At that meeting Jones deli,,ered to Kalmbach a wrapped 

package of cash ($50,000 according to Jones, and $75,000 according to 

Kalmbach). Shortly thereafter Ulasewicz catru! to California and 

Kalmbach covertly delivered $75,000 in cash 1:0 Ulasewicz for the 

Watergate defendants. Kalmbach has testified that a few days there

after he advised Ehrlichman that in connecticm with his assignment he 

had raised $75,000. Ehrlichman has testified that he places this 

conversation with Kalmbach in April 1973 rather than August 1972. 

In August 1972, in accordance with the procedures previously 

described {paragraph 15), Ulasewicz made two payments to Mr. or Mrs. 

Howard Hunt ($43,000 and $18,000) by placing unmarked envelopes con

taining the money in lockers at Washington National Airport. 
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Mr. KALl\IBACH. Mr. Dash, I had no backgronnd knowledge. at all. 
This is just the impression that I received and I thought tha(frankly, 
it was, again, a very humane thing. 

l\fr. DASH. So in a real sense, ·you took your so-called moral stand
ard from ~Ir. Ehrlich man's statement that it ,ms appropriate? 

Mr. K.-\Ll\IBACH. '\Yell. Mr. Dash, I think it is more that I had such 
trust in :Mr. Dean and .Mr. Ehrlichman that I, if I were advised by 
them, assured by them, in my mind, there was no possibility that 
there would be any--

:Mr. DAsH. Impropriety? 
Mr. KALl\!BACH [ continuing]. Any im·propriety; no, sir. 
l\:fr. DASH. Now, at that time when you had been reassured by l\fr. 

Ehrlichman, did you pick up any additional money from Mr. LaRue 
while you were in ,Vashington? 

:Mr. K.-\Ll\IBACH. Yes; I recall that I picked up approximately $30,-
000 the next day that Mr. LaRue gave to me in his offi~ at 1701 
Pennsvh-ania Avenue. 

l\Ir:DASH. Did you have any additional instructions with regard 
to that money? 

Mr. KALMBACH. I may ha"·e, Mr. Dash. I don't recall. 
Mr. DASH. What did you do with that money? 
JI.fr. KALMBACH. I called Mr. Ulasewicz, who came down to '\Vash

ington, and stayed at the Stat}er-Hilton, and I gave him those funds 
in his room at the Statler-Hilton. 

Mr. DASH, All right. Now, you then had returned to California~ did 
you not? . . . 

1\fr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did you raise that additional amount of money that you 

were asked to raise? 
.l\Ir. KALl\IBACH. Yes, I did. I called Mr. Thomas V. Jones sometime 

between, I think it was August 1 and August 5, I am not certain as to 
the date, and indicated that I would like to come by and see him. 
He had earlier indicated to me that he would have funds for me if 
there was any SJ?ecial need. · · 

l\fr. DASH. Did he-who, by the way since you ha ,·e named him, who 
is :Mr. Jones~ 

Mr. KALMBACH. He is chairman of Northrop Corp., in California. 
Mr. D,\SH. And has he been a political contributor to Mr. Nixon, 

tho President 1 
iir. KALl\IBACH. Yes, sir, he has personally. 
Mr. DASH. And when he indicated to you earlier if you needed any 

help he would provide those funds, was that in the area of contl'ibuting 
. to the President's reelection campaign'? . · 

Mr. KAUIBACH. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. DASH. All right. Now you called him and told him whaU 
:Mr. KAUIBACH. I called him and I think I reminded him on the 

telephone of his earlier statement to me, and he indicated immediately 
that he would be glad .to see me; and we worked out a time that was 
mutually conwnient. I went to his office, in Century C'ity in '\Yest Los 
An,...,<>ules, I think it was in mid-afkrnoon and met with him there, and 
we had a 15-minute meeting or thi'reabouts, and he took from his desk 
a package, and handed it to me. I put it in my briefcase. and left his 
office and went back to N'ewport Beach. 
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·Mr.DASH. 1Vhat was in the package 1 
Mr. lCAUIBACII. It was $75,000 in cash. 
Mr. DASH. And do you lrnow what denomination the money was in? 
Mr. KAL)IBACH. $100 bills, as I remember it. · 
Mr. DASH. W11en yon spoke to Mr. Jones did you tell him why you 

wanted the money? 
Mr. KADIBACH. No, again just with :Mr. Stans, I told him that 

it ,vas for a special assignment. I did not-I t.olcl him it "-as an as
signment that I could not reveal the nature of it, that I had been gfren 
the assignment by one in authority at the White House and that was 
sufficient. · 

~Ir. DASH. Would it be fair to say that he would assume that it had 
something to do with the campaign to reelect t.ho President? 

~Ir. hlL)IBACH. I think it would be yes. 
Mr. DASH. As a matter of fact, it did not, did it? 
:Mr. KALMBACH. 'Well, it was for the purpose ·that I have stated. 
Mr. DasH. Yes. 
Now, how did you-what did you do with theso funds, did you give 

them to l\'Ir. masewicz? 
Mr. KALMBACH. Within, I think it was the next day or possibly 

the day followin~, Mr. IDasewicz came out to California at my re
quest, and I met him in Orange County in front of the Airporter Inn in 
Orange County, near my office in Newport Beach. 

Mr. DASH. Could you describe how you gave him the funds then? 
Mr. KAumAcH. Yes, sir. I asked him to meet me in front of the 

Airport.er Inn, 1: drove over in my car, picked him up, we drove and 
parked and talked, I gave him the funds, I think we probably re
viewed our own notes as to how much had been received and how much 
had been distributed and to whom, and then :after, I think it was, a 
half hour or so, I let him out in front of the Orange County Airport. 

Mr. DASH. So again in method of transmission of the funds it was 
in sort of a covert secret method? 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. You did it in the automobile, out on the road 1 
Mr. KAumACH. Absolutely. · 
Mr. DASH. And transferred it to him in the original packet 1 
Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, in the original packet, I am certain. 
Mr. DASH. Now, and then did he fly back to New York~ 
Mr. Lu.IBACH. Presumably that night, although I am not certain 

of that. 
Mr. DASH. Did you ever discuss that $75,000 that you raised with 

Mr. Jones with ·anyone? · · 
Mr. KALMBACH. vVell, my memory is that within a few clays after · 

that I was in vVashington, and I think I saw )Ir. Ehrlichman at that 
time and I told him of the fact that I had raised $75,000 from Mr. 
Jones for that assignment. That is my recollection of, with the time 

L
I met with Mr. Ehrlichman. I think there were other things we dis-
cussed. · 

M. r. DASH. vVhat was l\Ir. Ehrlichman's reaction when you told 
him you had raised that money? 

Mr. IL.\LJ\IBACH. It was just fine, without more--
Mr. DASH. He was--you were following out the original reassurance 

and he knew you were doing the job~ 
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would scotch tape the key to the locker ,vhere I made my drop. [80]* 
Then I would leave that area and either go by the newsstand oppo

site or~this would be where the phone booth would be. This is a lounge, 
where she would be coming -through in this direction. [81]* This is a 

, window for airplane observation by the public, et cetera, and I would 
probably be in this area, walk there, would be a little further behind, 
where I could watch the booth. Her directions were the same thing, 
don't hesitate, go right ,into the booth, remove the key, go to the locker. 
The locker would be 25 feet, I guess, or so across the corridor. 

)Ir. LENZNER. Now, before she arrived on the first occasion, did vou 
also ha ,•ea description of her, the clothes she was going to ,vear 1 -

lfr. U LASEW,cz. Yes; she mentioned that day she would be wearing a 
blue outfit and I think she said, her hair in a clip back off the 
shoulders. 

lir. LENZNER. Nm,·, I believe on May 19 of this year, when we went 
oat to that phone booth with you, there was some scotch tape under
neath that telephone box ? 

Mr. ULAsEw1cz. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Now, did you observe her on the first occasion come 

by, pick up the key, and go over to the box, which I think is N-301, 
and remove funds that you had left there 1 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did you see her do that on other occasions? 
Mr. ULASEWicz. On two other occasions. 
Mr. LENzNER. Now, the first occasion, how much monev did you 

leave in that box? • 
Mr. ULAsEWICZ. $40,000. 
Mr. LExzNER. The second occasion? 
Mr. ULAsEWicz. I will just refer to the notes. 
:Mr. LENZNER. Sure. · 
Mr. ULAsEWICZ. I mentioned there was one occasion thrt Mr. Hunt 

came. I mentioned actually there were four drops to the Hunts. 
Mr. LENZNER. Four drops to the Hunts---three to Mrs. Hunt and one 

toMr.Hunt1 
~Ir. ULASEWICZ. That is correct. There were $43,000 the second time, 

$18,000 the third, and $53,500 on the last occasion, which was Septem
ber 19. 

Mr. LENZNER. All right, sir. Now, I take it you had the telephone 
booth m1der observa .tion from the lounge after you left the key until 
at some point when Mrs. Hunt picked up the key? 

1\fr. U LASEWICZ. Correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. 'What if someone had come in and found that, Mr. 

Ulasewicz, l\,-hile you were watching'? . 
1\fr. Fr...\SEWICZ. 'Well, he would be very quickly relieved of that key. 

I think that is the best I can answer. "\vny put myself in that position? 
)fr. LENZNER. I take it that was the purpose of keeping the booth 

under observatiorr? 
l\fr. Fr..ASEWICZ. Correct. 
)fr. LENZNEn. Did there come a time when you were instructed by 

Mr. Kalmbach to deliver fnncls to )Ir. Liddd 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Correct. • 
)fr. LF.xzNER. Do you remember approximately ·when that was? 

•Figures In brackets Indicate <>xhibit numbers hein):' referr~d to . Exhibits app,•,\r ot1 
pp. ?~>·"'S-''.-,10. 
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Mr. ULASEwrcz. No, there was nothing of whom we were speaking. 
But this-at one time he said to me whom she was meeting. There was 
some conversation, I recall, where she conducted some type-there ,ms 
a. sit-clown deal wiEh defendants from time to time. Like when she 
mentioned )[cCord's financial difficulties, that he ,vas contemplating 
mortgaging his residence and she mentioned the fellows down South, 
which is indimti ve of the fact that there were some meetings going on. 

Mr. SHURE. Then she was meeting with the defendants? 
Mr. U LASEWicz. 1Vith the defendants. 
}fr. SHURE. But did she give you any indication that she was meet

ing with anyone from your side concerning how much money she was 
to be paid by your sources? 

:\Ir. ULASEWICZ. Actuallv. I had no side. I was kind of a loner. 
However, I would take it up ~vith Mr. Ifolmbaeh and the answer would 
be no. 

::VIr. SHURE. Well, you were, then, the only person that was convey
ing her initial demands or her subsequent demands? 

)fr. ULASEWICZ. To the best of my knowledge, I was the only person 
that went through this with her .. 

)Ir. SnuRE. But it was clear <to you that after the demands were 
made, it was established and agreed by her, the amounts that you were 
instructed to deliver? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. Correct. · n fr. SHURE. Lefs refer to that conversation you had ,vith )Ir. 
lmba.ch in the airport a:t Orange County, Calif. What date is that, 
ou recall? 

Mr. ULAsf..'Wicz. Thas was August;~ to 5, in California. -
Mr. SHURE. And that entire conversation took place in the car? 
Mr. ULASE\VICZ. In the car. 
Mr. SHURE. And that was the occasion that you received the last 
yment of $75,000 from Mr. Kalmbach? 
fr. U LASEwrcz. That is correct. 

Mr. SHURE. l\Ir. Kalmbch indicated yesterday in his testimony 
that he came to a conclusion somewhere along the way that he had 
to get out of this business of paying off the money. ,vas it your sug
gestion to him that you both get out o:f this business? 

Mr .. U LASEWICZ. It sure was. · 
Mr. SHURE. In other "·ords, you brought it up to him? 
_Mr. ULASEWICZ. Yes, and in phone calls prior to this meeting, like* 

WISC . 

Mr. SHURE. ·what was Mr. Kalmbach's response to these phone calls~ 
Mr. ULAsEwxcz. He was getting more and more concerned about 

what was going on, and his reaction was much the same as my own 
thoughts, that we were engulfed or caught in some sort of flow of 
events and moneys that we did not contemplate or anticipate in any 
way. vVe started out doing what we considered were legal and for pur
poses to assist, and Mr. Kalmbach, in all my conversations, if the word 
is exuded, that is what he did to me. vVe didn't have to go into it in 
any way. 

vVhen we ,vere in the automobile, this was the final thing that we 
were going to go through, and as I told yon, I started right out1...with 
him saying as I did. 
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INTERVIEW 

Mr. Jones is Chief Executive Officer of the 

Northrup Corporation; Century City, California. 

Mr. Jones stated that he made his regular 

contribution to the Republican Party towards the 

end of February 1972. At that time he informeq 

Mr.·Herbert Kalmbach, to the effect, if there is 

a need for something again, while he couldn't 

promise, Mr. Kalmbach could call him. 

Mr. Jones pledged $50,000 in February. 

Sometime near the end of July 1972, Mr. Jones 

stated he got a call from Mr. Kalmbach advising 

him that he, Mr. Kalmbach, thought there was a real 

need for more funds,and Mr: Jones told him to 

come by his office. Mr. Kalmbach told him he needed 

$50,000 in cash. I Mr. Kalmbach came by Mr. Jones•s office 

sometime between August 1st and August 5th, and 
-

Mr. Jones handed him a wrapped package of money. 
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Hr. ,Jones claims the money totaled $50,000 which 

he claims was his own personal money which he 

returned from a safe in his home. He turned this . 

money over to Mr. Kalmbach with the understanding that 

it was to be used in the campaign. Mr. Jones denies 

that Mr. Kalmbach indicated any spec:lal need for the 

money. 

:M..1!. Jones stated that Mr. Kalmbach did call 

him later that day or the following; day indicating 

there was $75,000 in the package. Mr. Jones stated l in no way was there $75.,000., just :f.50.,000. 

Mr. Jones admitted he met with Sohn Nitchell 

several times after that but denied there was ariy 

connection between his contribution(s) and the 

meetings. He stated that he met w:i.th Mitchell after 

he was told that Mitchell was the person in the 

Administration who would know what other persons to 

contact in pursuit of the Northrup Corporation 

business ventures in foreign countries. Jones 

stated that he or his corporation did not need 

anything from the Administration in the way of 

favors but instead., he and his organ:lzation needed 

to know whom they should keep informed and have 

approval of sales, etc. within the Administration. 
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_yon told him, accordinµ; to :\fr. Ka1rnh,1ch's testimony that. yes. it was 
import:rnt that he do it. and that had to be secrrtc,l and that if they 
did not do it that way they might haYe their head in their lap. The 
rerord will show it so. 

Mr. EnRLic1nrAx. As you see, my recollection before he testified is 
the same as it is now. 

Mr. DASH. Now. in August 1972, we have had testimony on this, but 
I am just raising this. 

}fr. E1rnLICIDIAN. We had testimony on all of that. 
l\fr. DASH. ·well, I know, bnt right now it is a question of bringing 

some of this down to a little more finiteness than we have had it. You 
called )fr. Petersen and asked that :Mr. Stans not go to the grand 
jury. You did that in August 1972. I think we have had plenty of 
testimony on that. ' 

Mr. EHRLICIIMAN. Do we know that? I was not able to fix that date. 
What date do you have for that l 

l\fr. DASH. Sometime in August of 1972. 
:Mr. EHRLICHJIAN. I am not able to say. 
}fr. DASH. I do not have the specific date. 
Now, do you recall meeting Mr. Kalmbach again on August 81 It 

is in your diary that you did. . ·· 
Mr. EHRLICHM.AN. Not with regard to any specifics that were dis

cussed in the meeting. I see it on the log and I have no doubt that it 
took place. 

n Mr. DASH. All right, now Mr. Kalmbach's recollection was that 
after he had that meeting with you, he then went out and he obtained 
ome priva!e funds from a priva!e contributor, $75,000, and that when 

he saw you on the 8th, that he Just reported to you that he was able 
to raise $'75,000 from a. private campaign contributor for this defense 
fund. Do you recall his reporting to you that he was able t-0 raise 
.that money at that time 1 

Mr. EHRLICH:MAN. I had the impression that that was what he was 
telling me July 14 out in his office because we discussed his use of 
Tony IDasewicz to carry mone.y, and my impression was that he was 
carrying that from the west coast to the east coast. I never did know 
the amount that he raised until I talked to Mr. Kalmbach in April 
of this year while I was conducting this inquiry, and I don't recall 
his ever telling me who it was that he raised the money from, although 
I heard him testify to the effect that--

Mr. DASH. Did he tell you how much he raised 1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I think in April he did, yes. I think he told me 

$70,000. . · 
:Mr. DASH. Well, I mean earlier. I am talking about some time in 

August. 
Mr. EHRLICH3'LL-V. No. I don't think I knew about it before April 

of this ye.ar. 
Mr. DASH. Did you know at all that he raised it from a private 

campaign contributor? 
Mr. EuRLICH~IAN. Campaign contributor? 
:Mr. DASH. Yes. Somebody who had been giving campaign :funds for 

the reelection of the President. 
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l\fr. ErrnLICY.DCAX. I think he described to me that it was a business-

LJ
1y impression was it ,vas t,vo people and they were in California and 
mt was all the description that I think I had. 
Mr. DASH. Did that raise any problem in your mind that maybe :Mr. 

folmbach ,vas going to campaign contributors for <le~ense _funds? 
Mr. EHRLICHlI.AN. No. I didn 't connectthe two, I don't believe. 
Mr. DASH. All right. Now, after ,June 17, the elate of the break-in, 

what information did you have, nfr. Ehrlichman, about )fr. )fagrn-
der's involvement in the Watergate? Shortly after. . . 

l\fr. EHRLICI-DfA"N". There was a lot of-there was a lot of susp1c10n 
shortly after and I would put this in, say, the first 6 "eeks after the 
break-in, a good deal of suspicion of }fr. :Magruder largely based o~ 
what l\Ir. Sloan was saying to people, and so there was a good deal of 
speculation that I can recall during that-during that period of time 
and it culminated in the conversation which Mr. Dean and I had with 
the Attorney General on July 31, where this was specifically discussed; 
that is, Mr . Magruder's involvement. The Attorney General said based 
on the FBI interviews and prosecuting attorneys' examination into ~Ir. 
Magruder's involvement, that it appeared that any involvement that he 
had related to money and there was a square dispute between Mr~ 
Magruder and l\fr. Sloan as to the truth o-f the assertion about 
Mr. Magruder's involvement, and that the Attorney General antici
pated that Mr. Magruder might possibly be going to take the fifth 
amendment before the grand jury. · · 

Now, that remained the open question, so far as I knew, until Dean 
or someone told me that Magruder had in fact testified to the grand 
jury, and then as matters unfolded, he testified at the trial and he was 
iCOnsidered to have told the truth and he came out, sort of the--0ut of 
~~~~~ili~~~ . 

Mr. DASH. All right. But were you aware that during this period of 
· time, the end of June, July, and August, that Mr. Mitchell, )Ir. LaRne, 

Mr. l\fardian, Mr. :Magruder, Mr. Dean, were in frequent meetings, 
daily meetings, discussing the fact that Magmder's involvement--

e 1Ir. EHRLICH:\IAN. No. -- · 
Mr. DA?H [continuing-]. And the fact that Magruder was going to 

tell a particular story to the grand jury 1 
:Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, I was not. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Dean has testified he acted as a liaison and he did 

inform you. 
Mr. EHRLICH:mrn. Yes, well, that is not correct. 
Mr. DASH. As a 111atter of fact, i:f he had, it wou1d not be inconsist

ent with the meeting in the presence of the .A.ttorney General, where 
the Attorney General reported there was nothing of l\fr. Dean's being 
silent. if in fact, Dean was involved in a covernp, I take it he "\>Onld 
not let th e Attorney General know abont it. 

l\fr . EHRLICH)L\:'.'i. Would yon repeat that question 1. 
)Ir. DASH. I was saying, yon sa id the only time von had any clear 

understanding. at least the Attorn ey General's understanding of Mr. 
:Magrnder's inrnh ·ement, was when he met "ith von and )Ir. Dean 
and told him there was no invol vement. Is that £me '? 

~fr . ErrnLIGI-DrAX. }fr. l\fogrnder and-
Mr. D.\SH. The Attorney General. 
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From: Dorothy Hunt 

Subject: l\ccounting of Monies Received 

.In July., l received and paid out the following amounts: 

$5.,000 
$15.,000 
$12,000 

Bail money for Frank Sturgis 
Income replacement James .McCord 
Bail at $4.,000 each for lv'essrs. 

Barker., Martinez and Gonzalez 
$ 6,000 Income replacement for Mr. Barker 
$ 4,000 Ineome replacement for Mr. Sturgis 
$30,000 Income replacement for Mra Hunt and Hrs. Hunt 
$ 3,000 Income replacement for Mr. Martinez 
$ 3,000" Income replacement for Mro Gonzalez 
$10 ,.PD-0 ;Under table b·ail money for .Mr • .Barker. 
(Not(;!'! Income replacement was for a period. 0£ July-'Nov • .} 

In August, I gave .Mr ... Barker a tota l of. $3., 000 £or expens_G:s 
of ;travel for himself and others and for telephone expenses.i 
and for interest paid on pa.-ming of wife's jewelry. 

In other words, I received a total of $88,000 and have paid 
out $91,000 {using the final $3,000 from my mv-n funds) 

You already hc1ve an accounting of the $53,500 received on 
September 19th. 
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21. On August 10, 1972 Herbert Porter testified falsely before the 

Watergate Grand Jury that the money he had paid Liddy prior to the 

Watergate break-in was for the purpose of obtaining information regard

ing plans by radical groups to disrupt political rallies. 

Page 

21.1 Herbert Porter testimony, 2 SSC 635_-36, 643 •••••••• 292 

21.2 United States v. Magruder information, 
August 18, 1973 ...............•.................... 295 

(291) 



21.1 HERBERT PORTER TESTIMONY, JUNE?, 1973,- 2 SSC 635-36, 643 

635 

l\fr. PoRTER. All of it. 
Mr. DoRSEN. How have you now arrived at the figure you ham 

just given us? 
Mr. PoRTER. I have had ample opportunity to go back and recall 

as best I know how each of the transactions in which I went and got 
money from Mr. Sloan and gave it to others, and to the best of my 
ability I have come up with those figures. 

Mr. DoRsE::-r. And_ is it your best recollection and knowledge that 
you received from Mr. Sloan a total of approximately $69,000? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Mr. Porter, when did you first become aware of the 

break-in at the Watergate? 
Mr. PORTER. Saturday, June 17, in Los Angeles, Calif. 
Mr. DoRsEN. And briefly how did you become aware? 
l\Ir. PoRTER. Well, sir, that was a weekend which we were having 

a large party at a private residence in California for a lot of the 
celebrities who were going to be supporting the President during the 
campaign, and it was on that trip that apparently the -word, the news 
broke Saturday morning here and was relayed to some of the campaign 
officials with whom I was traveling at the time and I learned it from 
them. 

Mr. DoRsEN. Following the break-in at the Watergate, did you 
have a conversation with Mr. Jeb Magruder concerning any state
men. ts you might mak~ to th_e Federal Bureau of Investigation? __ 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Where and when did this conversation occur? 
?vlr. PORTER. I wot\ld say that approximately 10 or 11 days, I am 

not sure of the exact date, whether it was June 28 or the 29th, but in 
that time frame, Mr. Magruder asked me to come in to his office, 
which I did. He shut the door and he told me that he had just come 
from a'meeting with Mr. :Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, himself, and a fourth 
party whose name I cannot remember, where my name had been 
brought up as someone who could be, what was the term he used, 
counted on in a pinch or a team player or words to that effect. 

l\Ir. DoRsEN. You are now recounting what Mr .. Magruder told you. 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Please continue. 
Mr. PORTER. He said that I believe at that time l\,fr. Liddy had 

been fired from the campaign. He said it was-"apparent" was the 
word he used-that Mr. Liddy and others had on their own, illegally 
participated in the break-ir,J. of the Democratic National Committee, 
and Mr. Ma~der swore to me that neither he nor anybody higher 
than Mr. Lictdy in the campaign organization or at the White House 
had any involvement whatsoever in '\Yatergate, at the '\Vatergate 
break-in, and reinforced that by saying, "Doesn't that sound like 
something stupid that Gordon would do?" and you have to k-now 
Mr. Liddy, I agreed with that. [Laughter.] 

He said, "I want to assure you now that no one did." He said, 
however, "There is a problem with some of the money. Now, Gordon 
was authorized money for some dirty tricks, nothing illegal, but 
nonetheless, things tlrnt could be very embarrassing to the President 
of the United States and to Mr. l\Iitchell nnd l\,lr. Haldeman and 
others. Now, your name was brought up as someone who we can count, 
on to help in this situation," and I asked what is it you are asking 
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me to do, a.nd he said, "Would you corroborate a story that the 
money was authorized for something a little bit more legitimate 
sounding than dirty tricks, even though the dirty tricks were legal, it 
still would be very embarrassing. You are aware that the Democrats 
have filed a civil suit against this committ,ee." I said, "Yes, I have 
read that in the paper." He said, "Do you know what immediate 
discovery is?" I said, "I do not. They may get immediate discovery, 
which means they can come in at any moment and swoop in on our 
committee and take aU of the files and subpena all of the records 
and you know what would happen if they did that." I conjured up 
in my mind that scene and became rather excitable and knew I didn't 
want to see that. So I said, "Well, be specific," and he said, "Well, 
you were in charge of the surrogate campaign, you were very con
cerned about radical elements disrupting rallies, and so forth," and I 
said yes, and he said, "Suppose that we had authorized Liddy instead 
of the dirty tricks, we had authorized him to infiltrate some of these 
radical groups. How could such a program have cost $100,000?" And 
I thought very quickly of a conversation I had had with a young 
man in California in December, as a matter of fact, and I said, "Jeb, 
that is very easy. You could get 10 college-age students or -24- or 
25-year-old students, people, over a period of 10 months." Mr. 
Magruder had :prefaced his remark by saying from December on. And 
I said, "You can pay them $1,000 a month which they would take 
their expenses out of that, and that is $100,000. That is not very 
much for a $45 million campaign." And he said, "Now that is right; 
would you be willing, if I made that statement to the FBI, would you 
be willing to corroborate that when I came to you in December and 
asked you how much it would cost, that that is what you said?" 
That was the net effect, the net of his question. I thought for a moment 
and I said, "Yes, I probably would do that." I don't remember saying 
yes, but I am sure I gave Mr. Magruder the impression I would 
probably do that and that was the end of the conversation. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Now, Mr. Porter, did the conversation you agreed to 
tell t,b.e FBI actually take place? 

Mr. PoRTER. Sir? 
Mr. DoRSEN. Did the conversation which you agreed with Mr. 

Magruder that you would tell to the FBI actually take place in 
December of 1971? 

Mr. PoRTER. No, sir; it did not take place in December. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Later, did you tell the FBI what Mr. Magruder asked 

you to tell them? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. DoRSEN. And subsequent to that, did you appear before a 

Federal grand jury? 

l
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Were you asked about the. surrogate candidate pro
am? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. · 
Mr. DoRsEN. What did you tell the Federal grand jury? 
Mr. PORTER. The same thing. 
Mr. DoRSEN. vVere you a witness at the trial of the seven defendants 

who were indicted in the Watergate case? 
:Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRSEN. And did you give the same account? 
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r: :Mr. TnmcPsON. I have no further questions. 
Senator Euvrn. You talked to ::VIagruder before you went before 

he grand jury in August of 1972? 
Mr. PoRTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. And you agreed to testify that during December 

1971 you had told Magruder that it would require about $100,000 
for the dirty tricks episode? 

Mr. PoRTER. No, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. For what episode? 
Mr. PORTER. What I--
Senator Envrn. You had estimated. 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, that is correct; not for dirty tricks, for inf or-

mation-gathering from radical groups. 
Senator ERVIN. From radical groups. 
).fr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. l\fr. Magn1der had attempted to get you to swear 

to some other things which you say were not true. 
).fr. PoRTER. Yes, sir. · 
Senator ERVlN. You refused to do that. 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Then you went before the grand jury and you 

tes.ti. fied in August of 1972 and that is the only time you have been 
before the grand jury. 

l\Ir. PoRTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Then about the last of March, Mr. ~IcCord wrote 

a letter to Judge Sirica which came out in the newspapers. 
Mr. PoRTER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. It was about that time that Mr. Magruder called 

you. 
l\fr. PORTER. Shortly after that. 
Senator ERVIN. And told you things were getting hot. 
Mr. PORTER. No, sir; that was on April 9. 
Senator ERVIN. Well--
Mr. PORTER. For himself, he said. 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. You came down to Washington after you 

received the phone call from Mr. Magruder? 
Mr. PORTER. Well, I was already planning to come down to Wash-

ington. ' 
Senator ERVIN. When did you come? 
Mr. PoRTER. On the evening of April 12. 
Senator ERVIN. And was that ,vhen :Magruder suggested to you 

that you go and talk to the counsel for the committee, that is, Kenneth 
Parkinson? 

:Mr. PORTER. No, sir, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIN. When was that? 
Mr. PoRTER. Yes, sir; I believe :Mr. l\foCord's letter to Judge Sirico. 

was made public in a story in the Washington Post on a Saturday 
morning toward the end of :March, the 20th, something-24th, 25th, 
something like that. 

Senator ERVIN. Anyway, you talked to Parkinson and O'Brien on 
the 28th of March. . 

Mr. PoRTER. Yes, sir; I did. 
Senator ERVIN. And you did that at the instance of :\Ir. ~Iagruder. 
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21 .2 UNI TED S TATES v. MAGRUDER IN FOFJJA'l'ION, AUGUST 18, 1973 . ... ., 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR TH~ DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

UNITED STATES OF N'.ERICA ) 
) 

v. ) 
} 

JE.B STUART MAGRUDER ) 

. .- 7.., 
Criminal Ho. 7 1 .) - ...) 

Violation of 18 U.S.C. ~ 371 
(Conspiracy to unl awf ully inter
cept wire and oral communications, 
to obstruct justice, and to de
fraud the United States of America) 

INFORHA.TION 

The United States of America, by its Attorney, _ the 

Special Prosecutor, Watergate Special Prosecution Force, 

charges: 

1. At all times material herein, · the Democratic 

National Co:n;.-nittee, an unincorporated association, was the 

organization responsible for conducting the affairs of the 

Democratic Party of the United States. Its offices were 

at the Watergate Office Building, 2600 Virginia Avenue, 

N. W. in the District of Columbia. 

2. At all times material herein, the Committee for 

the Re-Election of the President was conducting campaign 

activities on behalf of the re-election of Richard M. Nixon 

as President of the United States, with office and head-

quarters at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue ·, N. W. in the District 

of Colu,..tbia. 

3. At all times material herein, the United States 

Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation were parts of the Department 

of Justice, an agency of the United States. 

4. On-June 5, 1972, a Grand Jury of the United 

States District Court for the District of Columbia \-las duly 
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9. On or about August 10, 1972, Herb':!rt Lloyd 

Porter testified falsely before a FSderal Grand Jury 

sitting in the District of Columbia. 

10. Around or before August 16, 1972~ in the 

District of Columbia, JEB STUART NAGRUDER attended meet

ings on the fourth floor of 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

where the false, misleading and deceptive statement pre

viously nade by JEB S'rUART KZ\.GRUDER to the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation, was further refined and developed in 

preparation for his appearance before the Grand Jury. 

11. On or about August 16, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER testified falsely before 

the Grand Jury. 

12. On or about Septe~ber 12, 1972, in the District 

of Col u.'nbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER attended a meeting on 

the fourth floor of" 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. to 

compose and develop Magruder's proposed testimony in prepara

tion for another appearance before the Grand Jury. 

13. On or about Septe~ber 13, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER testified falsely before 

the Grand Jury. 

14. On or about January 23, .1973, in the District 

Court for the District of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER 

gave false, deceptive and misleading material testimony 

during the trial of Criminal Case No. 1827-72, entitled 

United States v,C Gordon Liddy, et al. 

15. On or about January 23, 1973, in the District 

Court for the District of Columbia, Herbert Lloyd Porter 

gave false, deceptive and misleading material testimony 
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22. On August 18, 1972 Jeb Magruder testified falsely before 

the Watergate Grand Jury that CRP had paid Gordon Liddy to conduct 

lawful intelligence projects. Magruder has testified that he felt 

it important that the story of the Watergate break-in did not come 

out in its true form, and he volunteered to work on the cover-up 

story. Prior to his grand jury testimony Magruder met at different 

times with John Mitchell and John Dean. Magruder has testified that 

Dean, Mitchell and others helped prepare him for his grand jury 

appearance. Mitchell has testified that he attended a meeting with 

Magruder and others where Magruder outlined the nature of the testimony 

that he was going to give. Dean has testified that he informed H. R. 

Haldeman and John Ehrlichman about Magruder's proposed story and 

Herbert Porter's proposed corroboration of it. Ehrlichman has denied 

that he was so advised. Magruder has testified that his reason for 

testifying falsely was that "if it had gotten out that people like 

Mr. Mitchell and others had been involved at that point in time, I 

honestly thought that his [the President's] re-election would be 

probably negated." 
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somewhere between $10rrnoo and $125,000. approximately. That was 
my guesstimate. · 

Mr. Porter indicated that he had distributed about $:W,000 or $,)0,000 
to Mr. Liddy, so I assumed that Mr. Sloan probably distributed some
where under $100.000. 

Now, I ,Yill fully admit that I had hoped that the figure was as low 
as possible and \Ye all hoped that it ,vas low. l\fr. Sloan would not tell 
me what the figure was. He refused to tell me the figure. He said, I 
cannot tell you the figure. 

I said, just tell me what it is so \Ye can work on the solution of this 
problem. If we do not know how much you ga,·e Mr. Liddy, how can 
we determine what the monev went for? 

On the third meeting, he and I went out and had a couple of drinks 
and he still would not discuss the facts of this situation with me. I did 
not at that time or in any of those meetings ask him to do anything 
relating to money other than tell me what the figure was and that I 
hoped it was a low figure. And I certainly did hope it was a low figure. 
But I had no problem accepting a higher figure, because I thought we 
could work something out relating to any figure within reasonable 
limits. 

I think the real problem was that he knew it was $199,000 and I was 
aghast at that figure, because there was no way Mr. Liddy should have 
received that much money in that short penod of time. It was only 
2¥2 months since its approval. r Mr. DASH. Now, Mr. )'Iagmder, you said you needed some of this 
information to work out a solution. Is it not tn1e that sometime after 
the time you returned to "\Vashington from California and during the 
months of, say, June, July, or August, that there came a time when 
you agreed to make up a story about how the break-in and the bugging 
,took place and who was involved? . 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes. I want to state here, thou~h: that there was 
never any feeling on my part, no one asked me to cto anything. I per
sonally felt that it was important to be sure that this story did not 
come oi.1t in its true form at that time, as I think did the other partici
pants. So I want to make it clear that no one coerced me to do anything. 
I volunteered to work on the coverup story. 

Mr. DASH. But on your volunteering to work on it, who participated 
with you without coercing you in the working up of the fabricated 
story? · 

l\Ir. MAGRUDER. Well, there were, from the time of the break-in to my 
second grand jury appearance and then actually into my third grand 
jury appearance in September, a series of meetings. These meetings do 
not appear on my calendar because they were ad hoc meetings. they 
were not planned meetings. They were mainly held in Mr. ::\IitchelFs 
office. The main participants typically were l\Ir. l\fitchell, ::\Ir'. LaRue, 
Mr. l\Iardian, and ::\Ir. Dean, although many other people met in these 
meetings. :'1Iuch of the meetings would be on subjects that were 
perfectly, I think, acceptable to discuss. 

You know, it is Yery hard for me to pinpoint exactly when and how 
we came up with the cornrup story, but it became apparent, when we 
found out the snms ,,ere in the $200,000 range. that we had to come up 
with a ,·ery good story to justify why ::\fr. Liddy would h:we spent that 
amount of money on legal acti ,·ities. 
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Mr. DASH. What was that story, .\Ir. Magrncler, that you finall y 
came up ·with? 

Mr. 1IAGRUDER. '\Vhat we did was ,ve simply took factual activity _ 
that ·we had asked Mr. Liddy to do and ,ve exaggerated to a great 
extent the amount of money spent on those acti\·ities to the time of the 
$230,000. 

I asked Mr. Porter to, would he be willing to work with us on this 
coverup story and, as he has testified, he indicated that he did. 

So he took care of , in effect , $100 ,000 and I took care of , in effect, 
$150.000 by indicating that ::\fr. Liddy had legal projects for us in the 
intelli gence field, and we worked over this story with )fr. Mitchell, 
)fr. Dean , )fr. LaRue, and }fr. )fardian, although :Mr. )Iardian has 
participat ed to a much lesser extent with me than the others did . }Iy 
primary contacts on the story were Mr. Dean and Mr. )fitchell. 

Mr. DASH. All of these persons that you have named-you finally did 
arrive at the story and they knew in fact what actually had occurred? 

Mr. ~faGRUDER. yes; they did. 
:\Ir. DASH. Could you tell us why the story required that the break-in 

invokement be cut off at Mr. Liddy and not at you? 
Mr. °MAGRUDER. ,v ell, there was some discussion about me and I 

volunteered at one point that maybe I was the guy who ought to take 
the heat, ·because it was going to get to me, and we knew that. And 
I think it was, there were some takers on that, but basically, the 
decision was that because I was in a position where they knew that 
I had no authority to either authorize funds or make policy in that 
committee, that ~fit got to me, it would go higher. "'\"Vhereas Mr. Liddy, 
because of his past background, it was felt that that would be believ
able that Mr. Liddy was truly the one who did originate it. And, of 
course, it was tnie, I think, that Mr. Liddy did ori~nate the plan, -
was ,basically the one who did come up with these ideas in specific 
terms. 

,ve felt t:hat was more believable than somebody like myse,:f who 

L
did- not have any background in this area authorizing these 1,·inds of 
sums of money and authorizing this type of program when it was 
known full well throughout the committee and White House that I 
had no such authority. 

Mr. DASH. Now, did you tell this story that was developed to 
lVIr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien, who were representing the 
committeei 

Mr. MAGRUDER. After ,July 4, Mr. Mardian brought )fr. Parkinson 
into my office and said to me that he would like me to tell the true 
story. I said, "You mean the true story"-which-you know, at that 
time, we ,Yere dealing in a number of stories, and he said, "No; I want 
the true story." . 

I then for 2 hours, I think, told l\fr. Parkinson the true storv. 
Mr. DASH. Bnt later, you then told Mr. O'Brien and :Mr. Par1."11l

son ~he story tlrnt had been developed and agrr,ed to by th e other 
parties you mentioned i 

Mr. UAGRUDrn. Yes; that is correct. 
Jfr. DASH. "'\Vhen were you first called before the grand jury, )Ir. 

)fogrnder1 
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Mr. MAGRUDER. My first grand jury appearance was .July 5, it was 
just an organizational appearance, in effect, who was who in the 
committee. 

The second appearance was on August 16, which was--
l\fr. DASH. Before that appearance, were you interviewed by the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation? 
Mr. M.\GRUDER. Yes; immediately after my grand jury appearance, 

I was interviewed by the Federal Bureau, or soon thereafter. 
Mr. DASH. At the time you ,were interviewed by the FBI, had the 

story been developed? 
:Mr. MAGRUDER. 1Ve still had not come up with the money amount, 

but other than that, we basically had developed the guidelines to the 
story, yes. 

l\Ir. DASH. vVhen you were interviewed by the FBI, did you tell this 
false story to the FBI? 

A • Yes; I did. 
... r. ou say you were next brought before the grand jury 

when? 
l\fr. MAGRUDER. In August, August 18. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vhen you testified to the grand jury that time, did you 

testify to the false story? 
l\fr. M:AGRUDER. yes; I did. . 
Mr. DASH. What role did Mr. Dean play in preparing you for your 

second grand jury appearance? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. On the day before the grand jury appearance, I was 

aware that I was a target of the grand jury at that time. So, I was 
briefed by our lawyers and Mr. l\fardian. Also, I was interrogated for 
approximately 2 hours by Mr. Dean and approximately lh hour in a 

· l\· ·. Mitchell. 
1 r. ASH. 1 ow, after you appeared before the grand jury for the 

second time, did l\fr. Dean give you any report? 
l\Ir. l\i.4.GRUDER. Yes; the day after l\fr. Dean indicated that I would 

not be indicted. 
Mr. DASH. Did he tell you how he knew that? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. No; he did not. 
l\fr. DASH. By the ,vay, were you not aware of Mr. Dean's participa

tion, you were aware, were you not, that l\fr. Dean worked in the 
1Vhite House and did report to l\fr. Ehrlichman and l\Ir. Haldeman~ 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And I think you vourself. when vou testified before us in 

executive session, indicatecl that you '\\·ere fa1ni1iar with the roles that 
you played at that. time and that Dean played'? 

l\fr. MAGRUDER. Yes; that is correct. 
l\f r. DASH. \Vhat was your understanding, therefore, ,vhen Mr. Dean 

was working with you prior to your appearance before the second 
grand jury'? \Vas he doing this on his own, or wns he doing it as a 
representative for other persons in the \Vhite House? 

Mr. l\IAorrunER. \Vell, again, it is an assumption on my part. I think 
I should be very careful. He was in a sta±f role and did report to the 
gentleman you mentioned. Consequently, you would assume, and I did 
not know and at no time did I know, that he was directly reporting 
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l\Ir. )1AcRUDER. I think-I have known :Mr. Haldeman for a con
siderable length of time, I have worked for him. I happen to respect 
him tremendously. still do. ·will continue to do. because I think he is an 
extremely compet~nt and fine individual. But.his manner of working, 
as many of you Senators on the Republican side know, is rather direct, 
somewhat abrupt. He is not one who engages in long discussions over 
issues-at least in his working relationship with people who are sub
ordinate to him, ·which in effect. although I did not ·work directly under 
him at that time, I still was. So our discussion was rather short and 
rather to the pofot, rather one of, you have got a problem, you had 
better solve it. · 

Senator BAKER. And you went ba.;k and on June 19, you had a 
series of meetings with who-with :Mr. Mitchell? 

)fr. )facRUDER. Well, on June 19, on the )Ionday, I met with Gordon 
Strachan, John Dean, Gordon Liddy, and Hugh Sloan, primarily. 

Senator BAKER. Did everyone of those people know what had 
occurred. how it occurred i 

:Mr. )fAGRUDER. Mr. Strachan did, Mr. Dean did. I do not know 
whether )fr. Sloan did or not. He has indicated he did not. I accept 
that at face value. Mr. Liddy, of course, did. 

Senator BAKER. When did you first begin planning the coverup i 
Mr. iIAcRUDER. I think there was no question that the coverup 

began that Saturday when we realized there was a break-in. I do not 
think there was ever any discussion that there would not be a coverup. 
At least, I did no,t participate in any discussion that indicated any
thing else except at one point where .we possibly thought that I might 
volunteer to become the key figure m the case. 

Senator BAKER. An historic decision to go forward with this plan 
was followed with another historic decision to cover it up without 
an_v great debate or discussion of the matter. 

:Mr. MAGRUDER. That is correct, sir. 
Now, I think to be fair, Senator, I think at that point in time, you 

ham to realize that: One, I felt, and I can't speak for the others, that 
the President had no lmowledge of this plan and consequently, if 
he had been, if it had gotten out that people like Mr. Mitchell and 
others had ·been involved at that point in time, I honestly thought 

___ that his reelection would be probably negated. 
Now, at that time-
Senator BAKER. Did it ever occur to you--
Mr. l\faGRUDER. I lmew it was wrong, but I thought it was the best 

decision to make. 
Senator BAKER. Did it ever occur to you at that time, and I am not 

saying this to impugn your character or testimony, but I really want 
to know, did it ever occur to you that there might be other alt~rna
tives. that one of them might be to report this directly to the President 
or to the FBI and make a clean breast of it at that moment. that that 
mig-ht ha,·e less effect on the election, rather than more effect--

l\Ir. l\faGRUDER. As I said. we did indicate at one point. that we might 
possibly do that up to a certain point. I think it W,ts felt. that. if it 
ever reached l\fr. l\ritche1l before the election, the President would 
lose the election. Since he was not involved. to mv h110-wledge. I 
thought that ,vas the best decision. I did not think it was a ~ight 
decision, but I thought it was the best decision. 
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and as to what the circumstances might be vis-a-vis the incumbent who 
was seeking reelection. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. :Mitchell, let me ask you about another point. 
Here is an excerpt from the civil deposition which you gave in the 
Democratic P.arty suit against the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi
dent and I think I am quoting you verbatim in your testimony, when 
you were asked this question: "'\Vas there ever any discussion at which 
you were present or about which you heard when you were campaign 
director concerning having any form of surveillance of the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters?" . . 

Your answer was: "No, sir, I can't imagine a less productive activity 
than that." 

Is that a correct--:.--
1\Ir. )c1ITCHELL. I think the total context, as I remember it, Mr. 

Thompson, had to do with the discussion of Mr. :McCord . and the · 
security group. The answer was given in that context. 

Mr. THOMPSON. But this particular question, "Was there ever any 
discussion at which you were present"-and of course, I assume just 
from reading this question that that would involve any discussion with 
anyone. Are you saying that it is not your understanding of it 1 

Mr. MITCHELL. My recollection of the testimony that I gave had to 
do with the so-called security group in the Committee To Re-Elect the 
President which discussed Mr. McCord and the security group. And 
the answer was in response to that, to my recollection. -

Mr. THOMP~N. Of course, as it reads, as I have read it, of course, 
it is not an accurate response ~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I say as you read it, but I think if you will look 
at the total context of the questioning, it referred to the security group 
that involved Mr. McCord which was the subject of the conversation. 
· Mr. THOMPSON. Were you not asked any other broader questions 

about any knowledge yon might ha1,·e had of any surveillance 
activities? . . 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was asked broader questions with respect to did . 
I e\•er receive documents that I could identify as coming from elec-
tronic surveillance and broad questions like that. . 

Mr. THOMPSON. Do you recall any broader questions concerning 
conversations that you had? 

Mr. ~llTCHELL. No, sir, I do not. . 
Mr. THOMPSON. Is it just a case of not having asked you the right 

question? 
Mr. l\:lITCHELL. I think that that is the case. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Let me refer to June 19 or 20, I am not quite. 

sure when it was, :Mr. Mitchell. As I understand it, :Mardian and La
Rue debriefed Liddy and found out what he knew about the break
in, his involvement, and the involvement of others. _.\nd at that time, 
he related to them some of the '\Vhite House horror stories, I believe 
you characterized them as, the plumbers activities and so forth. I will r go back to that in a minute, but as I understand your testimony this 
morning, the knowledge you got from that debriefing was really the 
reason why you, in effect, stood by while )fr. Magruder was pre
paring a story which, according to what you knew from Liddy, was 
going to be a false story, to present to the grand jury. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Along, Mr. Thompson, with some of the other stor
ies that Mr. Dean brought forward to him, the Diem papers and the 
suspected extracurricular wiretapping, and a few of the others. 

Mr. THOl\IPSON. OK. That caused you to take that position with 
regard to ".Magruder. And also, I assume that those factors were the 
reasons why you, in effect, acquiesced, anyway, in the payments to 
the families of support money and lawyers' fees and that sort of 
thing, which I am sure you realize could have been pretty embarrass
ing, to say the ·1east, if not illegal, at that time. '\Yould that be cor-

Lrect as far as your motivations are concerned~ 
Mr. :MITCHELL. That is a correct summary of my motivation and ra

tionale for the actions that I did take. 
)fr. THOMPSON. Do you recall the date on whicli l\Ir. Mardian and · 

:Mr. LaRue related this conversation of Lidcly's to you? 
Mr. ~IrrcHELL. "\Yell, he certainly didn't debrief them on the 19th, 

I am sure of that, because they were in transit. ·whether it was the 20th 
or 21st, I am not certain. 

lir. TuoMPSON. Did they talk to you the same day they talked to 
him~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. My recollection is they talked to me the next day, but 
I am not certain about that, either. But in anv event, it was in the 
time frame of the 21st or 22d, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Can you recall in a little more detail what they said 
that Liddy had related to them? Yon have already mentionecl-the fact 
that Liddy said that Magruder had pushed him in the break-in at the 
Ellsberg psychiatrist's office, I believe, and the Dita Beard situation. 

·what did Liddy supposedly say with regard to the Dita Beard sit
uation? What did he supposedly know about ·white House involve
ment? 

:Nfr. MrrcHELL. To t.he best of my recollection, and, of course, I have 
heard these horror stories in different versions from different people 

.,over the period of the years, the fact that he was either the one or 
assisted in spiriting her out. of town, I believe was the discussion at 
that particular time. 

Mr. T1mMPSON. Did he indicate, according to them, that the budget 
for the electronic surveillance operation wluch led to the break-in of 
the DNC had been approved by the ·white House? 

Mr. MITCHELL. You are testing my memory pretty hard. I am in
clined to think that he did say that, but this is a-not that he said it, 

. but that Mardian or LaRue reported to me that he had said it. But you 
are testing my memory pretty hard on a substance of which I have 
heard dozens and dozens of repetitions of it. 

Mr. THmIPsON. Did you ever verify any of these facts with the 
President? 

Mr. MITCHELL.No, sir, I never discussed them with the President. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Did you ever verify any of them wtih l\Ir. Halde

man? 
:Mr. M1TCifELL. I never discussed those specific factors with )fr. 

Haldema:r;i until a later date. It ,ms at that time that ){r. Dean was 
acting as a liaison between the \Vhite House and the committee with 
respect to these matters. 

Mr. THO)IPsox. Did you ever talk directly with Ehrlichman about 
these matters'? 
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Mr. DASH. Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Magruder appeared before the grand 
jury for his second appearance on August 18, 1972. 

Now, your logs, if you have them, show that you saw l\Ir. l\Iagrnder 
on August 17, the day before, at 2 :15, and that on August 18, the day 
he appeared, you spoke to Mr. Kleindienst at 4 o'clock on the telephone 
and you saw Mr. Magruder at 4:10, 10 minutes afterwards, on that 
day. 

Can you tell us whether or not the discussion with Mr. Kleindienst 
at 4 o'clock and the 10 minute later meeting with Mr. Magruder after 
he testified had to do with his testimony at the grand jury? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash, I have talked to l\Ir. Kleindienst quite a 
number of times during this period and we have never discussed the 
Watergate matter in any form or shape or circumstance. 

To answer your question specifically with respect to that date and 
that conversation, no, we did not discuss Mr. :Magruder or his 
testimony. . 

Mr: DASH. Your meeting with Mr. :Magruder both on the 17th and 
the 18th at 4 :10, was that for the purpose of discussing his testimony 
before the grand jury~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't have that recollection, Mr. Dash. 
Mr. DASH. Do you have any recollection of what the discussion was 

about~ 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. As you know from my logs, I met constantly 

with Mr. Magruder about campaign matters and other things, includ
ing the vVatergate and the public relations aspect of it. And as I testi
fied earlier, there were meetings in which Mr. Magruder outlined to 
a group of us the nature of his testimony that he was going to give. 

Mr. DASH. It is specifically because of this that I asked you the 
question, because on a number of occasions, you said, especially during 
meetings with Mr. Magruder, Mr. Dean, Mr. LaRue, Mr. Mardian, 
that you did at least have presented to you what Mr. Magruder w·as 
going to testify before the grand jury. 

Now, on the day he actually testified, you met with him; on the dn.y 
before he testified, you met with him. ·would it not be consistent with 
your earlier discussions that you would have discussed what his testi
mony was or was going to be when he finally testified? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think, l\Ir. Dash, those conversations took place 
much earlier than the date in August that you have made refe1·ence to. 
If you will look at the logs, you will see, as I say, I met with Mr. ::\Ia
gruder almost daily during the whole period o:f time on many subject 
matters. 

Mr. DASH. But all the way up to this period of time? 
Mr. l\fITcHELL. Pardon? 
Mr. DAsu. All the way up to this period of time? 
}fr. l\fITCHELT,. And thereafter. 
Mr. DAsH. Yes; but I would now draw yonr attention specifically 

to the clay-did you know, by the way, when Mr. Magruder was going 
to appear before the g-rand jury? 

Mr. l\frTCIIELL. I have no recollection whether I did or did not. 
I presume I would have been advised, yes. 

Mr. DAsn. And at the time\ whether it was the 17th or 18th. and 
when you knew that he was going- to testify, wouldn't that be an 
appropriate time :for yon to discuss what he was going to testify before 
the grand jury? You certainly were interested? 
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Mr. MITCHELL. As I said, Mr. Dash, I believe those conversations 
took phcc much earlier than that. 

Mr. IhsH. I know, but you testified before the committee that you 
certainly wanted him to testify in such a way that the lid would not 
come off. You now knew he ,-vas going to be testifying. So ·whatever 
date you can recall n.t, this time he was going to testify before the 
grand jury, would you not have discussed the grand jnry testimony 
with him? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash, I believe the sequence of events goes back 
to the time when Mr. Magruder and 1Ir. Porter went to Mr. Parkin
son's office and put together their proposed testimony, which at that 
time they felt was going to be submitted to the grand jury in deposi
tion form. I think that was the middle of July. It was in that time 
frame and during or shortly thereafter that the recitation of l\lr. ).fa
gruder's testimony, of the nature of his testimony, was given. I have no 
recollection of having sat down with )fr. :Magruder the day before, the 
s.:;cond day before he went to the grand jury and going oYer it with 

ASH. 1Vell, did you learn what he testified to when he went 
to the grand jury? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I assume that he had testified to what he had told 
us he was going to testify to. 

Mr. DASH. Did you just assume? Didn't anybody tell yon W'hat he 
testified? Didn't you in fact learn that he did t~stify as he did, what 
he had been agreeing to testify to? 

Mr. )lrTCHELL. I belie\·e, Mr. Dash, if my memol'y se.r,·es me right, 
that he was debriefed by one of the lawyers who advised me as to 
what he testified to. 

Mr. DASH. So in fact, you did learn? 
l\fr. lfITCHF.LL. I did learn. 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, he again testified before the grand jury on Septem

ber 13 and at that time, it dealt with his diaries and the meeting that 
he had with you. Now, yon saw )fr. )Iagrnder, according to your log, 
Mr. ::\Iagruder and )fr. Dean, at 12 o'clock on that day. Did you have 
any discussions with him about his grand jury testimony on September 
13? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On September 13? 
Mr. DASH. September 13 is when he appeared for his third and final 

time. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I testified, I believe, on Monday to the fact that 

Mr. Dean, M:r. Magruder, and I rather briefly discussed the recollec- . 
tion of the meetings that had taken place in the Justice Department. 

Mr. DASH. And what did :.\Ir. Magruder, to your knowledge, tell 
yon that his recollection or his testimony was going to be? 

Mr. )fITCHELL. "\Yell, if I can recall it as best T can, No. 1, that he 
thought that one of the meetings had been canceled; No. 2, that there 
were discussions of the p]ectimd::nYs, which, of com-sP, they both testi
fied there were. I think those were the essential parts of it. 

)fr. DASH. "\Vhat ,ms your response to that? Did yon respond to his 
recollection of what his testimonv was going to he? 

l\Ir. l\[1TCHELT,. I have no recolkction of that, l\fr. Dash. 
1\fr. DASH. "\Yell. did you disagree with him? 
l\fr. 1'fITcHELL. I didn't disag:re<> with it, no, I did not. 
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9:35 
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10: 20 
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12:00 

12:30 

Q:15 

2:25 

2:40 

3:30 

3:40 

3:45 

4:00 

4:25 

5: lO 

5: ?() 

5:3Cl 

6: C'-1 

Hr. M arrived at office 

Hr. H ret. C. D. Ward's call and t. 

Mr. R. B. Russell called Mr.Handt. 

Mr. H SA\? Fred Malek and Gordon Gooch 

('er . M callE:d John De2.n and .t. 

Mr. M SAH Bcb Ma rdian 

Nr. H SAW Jeb Magruder 

Mr. Sta ns called Hr .Ha ndt. 

Hr. H SA1·; Roemer NcFee, Bob Nardian 
and Paul O'Brian 

t [r. }[ cal le d }fr. }[~cGr cg or and t. 

Mr . M called John Alexander and t. 

J oh n DeRn called Mr.Mandt. 
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mig·ht not stand up if indicted. I recall Haldeman asking me if I 
thought )fagrnder wonld stand up if indicted and I said no. I ha1·e 
always assumed it was a Presidential decision to keep )fagrucler on 
at the reelection committee. Following the decision, Ehrlichman and 
Haldeman indicated a greatly increased interest in )fagruder's prob
le!ns. They ·were aware of the strategy to stop the inrnlnment at 
Liddy, because I reported to them on the story that }lagrnder would 
tell, that is, that he did not know ,vhat Liddy was doing. They fre
quently asked me how }fogruder was doing in relationship to the · 
F?I and grand jury investigation. I also had calls from )Ir. Larry 
Higby as to )Iagruder's status. 

I do not know when I first learned of }!agruder's proposed testi
ony , but I did not know that it had already bePn forrnulatl'd when I 
rst heard it. I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of the story. "\Ye 
scussed it and no one was sure it would hold up. This discussion did 

occur before :Mitchell resigned. "\Ve, of course, knew that it was a fab
ricated story. 1Yhen I later learned that l\Ir . Porter "·ould corroborate 
l\Ir. Magruder's testimony, I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of 
that. I had never ·heard l\Ir. Magruder 's story ,in full detail tmtil just 
before his grand jury appearance, in mid-August 1972, when he asked 
me if I would be a devil's advocate and question him before he "l>ent 
before the grand jury. Magruder came to my office, as I recall, the clay 
before his second grand jury appearance. He told me he had made the 
decision himself as to how he was going to handle his testimony and 

U
anted me to ask him any and all questions I cot1ld think of. I spent 

bout an :hour or more questioning him. Shortly after I had this ses-
1on with :Magruder, Hizby called me to t ell me that )[agruder had 
een to see him to let Haldeman know he was ready. 
Following 1tagruder's appearance before the :;rrand jury I receind 

,t call from Higby requesting information for Ha lclcman as to how 
Magruder had done before the grand jury. I subsequently called )fr. 
Petersen, who said he would find out and call me back. Petersen called 
back and said ·he had made it through by the skin of his teeth. I called 
Haldeman and so informed him, and subsequently informed )fachell 
and Magruder. I recall that Haldeman was Yery pleased, bcr:1use this, 
of course, meant that the innstigation "·ould not go br~·ond Lidcl~·- . 

In early September Paul O'Brien came to my office and informed me 
that there was an outstanding subpena for )Iagrncler's clin ry. O'Brien 
said that :Magruder's diary reflected the meetings in Mitchell's office 

.in ,Tanuary and February with Liddy, )Iagrnder, Dean, and )Iitchell. 
O'Brien also informed me that there had been discussion of destroying 
or altering the diary, but he did not think much of that. I agrC'ec(th:1t 
to alter it would be impossible because it would be cliscon~recl by tht1 
FBI laboratory . 

. I remember talking with )fogruder and asking him ,,hy hC' kept a 
diary-being somewhat facetious. I told )[agruder that he should talk 
with )Ir. Mitchell about this, because he was probably going to have 
to turn the diary over. 

Long before the matter of Magruder's diary had a risen, I had ta lkC'd 
with :Mitchell about the rneet'ings in ,January and Febrnary in his 
office. I told him that should ,it e,·er be necC'ssarv, I would testifv that 
I knew that he had not approved anything at t.hese meetini:rs. It was 
after· the matter of )Iag-ruder's dinry bC'ing snhpen:wd and )fngrnder 
again being recalled to the grand jury that Mitchell requested that I 
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1\Ir. EnnLICIDIAN. I think he described to me that it was a business-
my impression was it was two people and they were in California and 
that w:ts all the description that I think I had. · 

l\Ir. Ds\SH. Did that raise any problem in your mind that maybe }fr. 
Kalmbach was going to camrnlign contributors for defense funds? 

Mr. EHRLICH?!IAX. No. I didn't connect the two. I don't believe. 
l\fr. DASH. All right. Now, after June 17, the elate of the break-in, 

what information did you have, Mr. Ehrlichman, about lfr. -:\fagru-
der's involvement in the Watergate? Shortly after. . . 

'.Ur. Eunuc1nrAN. There was a lot of-there was a lot of susp1c10n 
shortly after and I would put this in, say, the first 6 weeks after the 
break-in, a good deal of suspicion of :Mr. )fagruder largely based on 
what )Ir. Sloan was saying to people, and so there was a good deal of 
speculation that I can recall during that-during that period of time 
and it culminated in the conversation which :Mr. Dean and I had with 
the Attorney Gern,ral on July 31, where this was specifically discussed; 
that is, )fr. Magruder's involvement. The Attorney General said based 
on the FBI interviews and prosecuting attorneys' examination into lfr. 
Magruder's involvement, that it appeared that any invoh.-ement that he 
had related to money and there was a square dispute between Mr. 
Magruder and Mr. Sloan as to the truth of the assertion about 
l\fr. Magruder's involvement, and that the Attorney General antici
pated that l\fr. Magruder might possibly be going to take the fifth 
amendment before the grand jury. 

Now, that remained the o~n question, so far as I knew, until Dean 
or someone told me that Magruder had in fact testified to the grand 
jury, and then as matters unfolded, he testified at the trial and he was 
tonsidered to have told the truth and he came out, sort of the-out of 
the shadow at that point. · · 

n 
Mr. DASH. All right. But were you aware that during this period of 

ime, the e:id of June, July, and August, that :Mr .. l\fitchell, l\Ir. La.;Rue, 
fr. l\farchan, l\fr. Magruder, l\fr. Dean, were m frequent meetmgs, 
aily meetings, discussing the fact that l\fagmder's involvement-·
Mr. EHRLICIDIAN. No. 
Mr. D.\sH [continuing-]. And the fact that Magruder was going to 

tell a particular story to the grand jury? 
)fr. EnRLICH::iux. No. I was not: 
l\fr. DAsH. :Mr. Dean ·has testified he acted as a liaison and he did 

inform you. 
Mr. EHRLICH::\IAX. Yes, well, that is not correct. 
Mr. DASH. As a matter of fact, if he had, it would not be inconsist

ent with the meeting in the presence of the Attorne:v General, where 
t!ie Att.or!1ey General reported there was nothing of l\Ir. Dean's being
sllent, 1f m fact, Dean was involved in a coverup, I take it he would 
not let the Attorney General know abont it. 

)fr. EHRLICIDL\N. 1You1cl yon repeat that question, 
l\fr. D,\Sir. I was saying. you said the only time TOU had any dear 

understanding, at least tlw Attorney General's understanding- of )fr. 
:\fagruder's im·olrcment, was when he met with you and )fr. Dean 
and told him there was n0 inrnh-ement. Is that fme~ 

)fr. Ennucrr1L\X. )fr. Ma(l'rucler and--
~ r ~ .,,.r. DASH. The Attorney General. 
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Mr. EHRLICHMAN [ continuing]. l\Ir. Magruder and the Attorney 
General met with )b. Dean and me. 

Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. EnRLICIDIAN. I don't recall any such meeting. 
Mr. fr,.sH. You did say the Attorney General reported to you con

cerning Mr. Magruder, did you not? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\rA::-.. Yes. 

U 
Mr. DASH. And what did he tell you? 
Mr. EHRL.· rcHl\IAN. Just what I just testified, that they considered 

t an important conflict in the evidence as between Sloan and nfa
gruder~ and the way it looked to the Attorney General at that point in 
.ime. nir. :Magruder might take the fifth amendment. . . . 

- Mr. DASH. Now, you were aware that on September 15 the md1ct-

35·905 (Pt. 1) 0 - 74 - 21 

ment came down on the so-called seven defendants? 
)Ir. EHRLICHMAN. Yes. 
)fr. DASH. You had a meeting with }Ir. Haldeman on September 15. 

Did vou discuss the indictment at that time? Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Well, I did not have any extraordinary meeting 
with Mr. Haldeman on the 15th. That would have been just the early 
morning staff meeting, I assume, which would have included all of the 
department heads in the White House. 

:Mr. DASH. What time was thatmeeting? 
Mr. EHRLICH MAN. 8 or 8 :15 in the morning. 
Mr. DASH. I think the diary we have on you shows a meeting of 11 in 

the morning. Does your diary show that? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Let me check. You are correct. I do not know the 

purpose of that meeting, i\'Ir. Dash. I have no idea. The indictments, 
however, the market around the 1"11ite House sort of discounted that 
September 15 action, so to speak, by reason of the Attorney General's 
announcement of September 12 to the President and the Cabinet, to 
some of us assembled, that the seven suspects were the only ones who 
would be indicted. So I do not think the announcement on-the formal 
announcement on the 15th was in fact any news to discuss. 

Mr. DASH. When did you first learn of Mr. Segretti's activities and 
the possible role of Mr. Cha pin in those activities i 

Mr. EHRLICH:)IAN. I think that was at the time it first began to be 
talked about in the press. I had not heard of Segretti as an individual 
prior to that time. 

Mr. DASH. Then, did you hold any meetings involving that incident? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Involving what incident 1 
:Mr. DASH. Mr. Chapin's role in the Segretti matter. 
Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. There were a number of meetings to determine 

what the 1Vhite House news position or press position should be on 
that, yes. 

Mr. DASH. Did you, as a result of those meetings, learn about Mr. 
Cha pin's role with l\Ir. Segretti? 

l\fr. EnnLrc1nux. I am not sure that I learned about them in those 
meetings as such. but I did begin to learn more at the end of Oct-0ber 
and the first couple weeks of Nowmber, yes. 

l\Ir. DASH. Did you participate in the preparation of the p1lhlic 
statements concerning l\Ir. Cha pin's role? 

l\Ir. Ennuc1nux. Yes, I did. 
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23~ On August 28, 1972 Egil Krogh, an assistant to Ebrlichman who 

had established the Plumbers organization (the White House Special Inves

tigations Unit) appeared and testified falsely before the Watergate 

Grand Jury that he had no knowledge that Howard Hunt had traveled to 

any place other than Texas while he was working on the declassification 

of the "Pentagon Papers." He also testified falsely that he knew of no 

trips to California "for the White House" by Gordon Liddy. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLU1'1BIA 

UNITED STATES OF AHERICA 

v. 

EGIL KROGH, JR. 

r ,The- Grand 

I 1. On or 

Defendant. 

Criminal No. 8.S- 7-73 

Violation of 18 u.s.c. §1623 
(False declarations) 

INDICTMENT 

. COUNT ONE 

.Tury-· Charges,. 

about August 28, 1972, in the District of 

Columbia, EGIL KROGH, JR., t!ie DEFENDA.."IT, having duly taken 

an oath that he would testify truthfully, and while testify..:. 

ing in a proceeding before and ancillary to a Grand Jury of 

the United States, duly empanelled and sworn in the United 

States District Court for the District of Columbia, did make 

false material declarations as hereinafter set forth. 

2. At the time and place alleged, the said Granft,Jury 

was conducting an investigation in conjunction with th~ 

United States Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia 
,,, 

and the Federal Bureau of Investigation to determine whether 

violations of 18 u.s.c. 3_71, 2511, ·and 22 b.c. Code 1801 (b) 

and other statutes of the Unitea States and of the District 

of Columbia had been co~mitted in the District of Columbia 

and elsew':'.ere, and to identify the individual or individuals 

who had cor.uaitted, caused the commission of, or conspired to 

commit such violations. 
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3. It was material to the said_investigation that the 

Grand Jury ascertain the nature of the activities engaged in 

by E. ·Howard Hunt, Jr., a subject cf the iir,restigation, while 

he was employed at the White House during 1971 and 1972, and 

the identity of the individual or individuals who directed 

those activities. 

4. At the time and place alleged, the DEFENDANT, 

appearing as a witness under oath at a proceeding before and 

ancillary·to the said Grand Jury, did knowingly.declare with 

respect to the material matter alleged in paragraph 3 as 

follows: 

Q. I see. Do you have any knowledge of any 

travel that Mr. Hunt made. in connection \·1ith the 

declassification of the "Pentagon Papers" or the 

narcotics progra,-n that he was working with you 

on? 

A. I'm aware of the trip to Texas that he 

took, but other travel, no. 

Q. During any other period while Mr. Hunt 

was working at the White House, which would have 

beerr· through, I believe, the end of March, 1972;; 

are you aware of any travel that he made for the 

White House? 

A. No, I'm not. 

Q, Are you awa'l:'e of any
0

travel that Hr. 

Hunt made, whether he made it for hir:iself 

personally, or for any other person? 

, A. No, I'm not. 

5". The underscored portions of the declarations quoted 

in paragraph 4, made by the DEFENDANT, as he then and there 

- 2 -
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well knew, were false. 

All in violation of Title 18, U~ited States Coda, 

Section 1623. 

COUNT TWO 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

1. The Grand Jury realleges all of the allegations of 

paragraphs 1 and 2 of Count One of this indictment. 

2. It was material to the said investigation that the 

Grand Jury ascertain the nature of the activities engaged 

in by G. Cordon Liddy, a subject of the investigation,_while 

.he was empioyed at the t1hite House duri.ng 1971, and t_he 

identity of the indiv~dual or· individuals who directed those 

activities. 

_ 3. At the time and place alle _ged, the DEFEt'iDANT; 

appearing as a witness under·oath at a proceeding before 

and ancillary to the said Grand Jur~·, did knowingly declare 

with respect to the material matter alleged in paragraph 2 

as follows: 

Q. Now, what travel did M:!:". Liddy do while 

ha was at the White House that .,.yo1.1're aware of? ' 

A. He made a trip to California for me on 

some customs matters, customs issues bn narcotic};;,, 

which was more of an in-house watchdog-type of 

trip to determine the effectiveness of the pro

gra.-n out there. 

He had been involved in developing Operation 

Intercept in 19~9, which pY.etty much wa.s located 

out of the Los Angeles area, Terminal Island. 

And this was an out date, so to speak, on 

how things were going in Los Angeles area. 

- 3 -
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Q. Now, he was supposed to cont;ict 

custom officials in the Los Angeles 

A. That was my understanding, but he di<l 

not give me an itinerary of 

Q. Was there a report filed by him with 

you of the trip? 

A. No, just an oral report. 

Q. Oral? 

A. Right. 

Q. Now, do you know of any other travel 

that .Mr. Liddy might have performed --

A. No. 

Q. -- for the White House or for anyone 

else, or for himself? 

A. No. 

* * * * 
Q. Other than this one trip to California, 

can you think of any reasori why he would have 

had to travel to California for the White House? 

A. No. 

4. The underscored portions of the declarations quoted 

in paragraph 3 !'1.ade by the DEFENDANT, as he then and there 

well knew, were false. 

I All in violation 

L.!:ction 1623. 

ARCHIBALD COX 
Special Prosecutor 

of Title 18, United States Code, 

A True Bill 

- 4 -
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lJNI'l'EU :;'J'/\Tr::;:; DTSi'i<"cC'l' COUl'\'i' 

liNI'rED S'l'J\'l'ES OF M!ERICi\ 

V. 

BGIL KROGH, JR.,. 

Defendant. 

INFORMJ'\'i'ION 

Violation oE 18 u.s.c. 
§241 (Conspiracy 
Against Rights of 
Citizens) 

The United States of America, by its Attorney, 

the Special Prosecutor, Watergate Special Prosecution 

Force, charges: 

1. From on or about.July 1, 1971 to on or about 

May 25, 1973, EGIL KROGH, JR., the DEFENDANT, was an 

officer and employee of the Unit?-d States Government, 

first as Deputy Assist_ant for Domestic l,ffairs to the 

President of the United States, and later as Under 

Secretary of Transportation. 

2. At all times material herein DEFENDANT and 

various other co-conspirators unnamed herein, were 

officials and employees of the United States Govern

ment and were acting in that capacity. 

3. From on or about July 1, 1971 to the present, 

in the District of Columbia ~nd elsewhere, t:he 

DEFENDANT, unlawfully, willfully and knowingly did 

c9,";1bine, conspire, confederate and agree with the 

co-conspirators to injure, oppress, threaten, and 

intimidate Dr. Lewis J. Fielding, a citizen of the 

United States, in the free exercise and enjoyment 

of a right and privilege secured to him by the 

Constittltion and laws of the United States and to 

conc:eal- ~;nc;h activities. 
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4. It urt s a r,~rl: of.: the : con.c-;pi.·r:uc r thr:i. L-. l:lt(~ DEFi : C:Dt.!/!1 

a:H1 the co....;con~;p i :r2:. tors t..:oul<l, , ... ,:i_ thou t l C(Jl.l l proce:.::. r.;, 

prob~ble caus 0 , se arcl1 \Ta r r ~ nt, o r oth e r · l a~:ful authorj _ty, 

enter the building and o f fi ce s of Dr. Le wi s J, Pialding 

loc a ted at 450 North Bedford Prive, Be~ e riy Hills, Los 

Ang eles County, CaJ.ifornia, ~ith intent t o search for, 

ex a~ ine, and pho t oqraph docum c:nts and recorcl s co~tt .. J.ning 

confidential info r cation concerni~g Da ni e l Ellsberg, nnd 

thereby injure, Oppress, thr a aten aEd intir.1i.date Dr. Le \·lis 

J. Fielding in the free exercise and enjoy re nt of t h e right 

and privilege secu r ed to him by the Fourth A.-nenc1n ~nt to the 

Constitu\ion of the United States to be s e cure in his person, 

hou s e, papers and effects against unreasonable searches and 

seizures. 

5. It was further a part of the conspiracy that with 

DEFENDANT'S knowledge, cons e nt, approval a nd assistance, 

two of the co-conspirators ,,·oul-1 and did travel to California 

on or about August 25, 1971 for the purpose of preparing to 

ca r ry out and implement the plan and sch e 1~e. 

6. It was further a p a rt of the con s pirac~' that with 

DEFENDANT'S kno wledge, consent, approval and assist a nce, 

five of the co-conspirators would and did travel to Californi2. 

on or about September 1, 1971 for the purpose of implementing 

c1nd carrying out the plan and scheme, and did without legal 

process, probable~ cause, s e arch warrant or other lawful · 

authority, covertly and unlawfully enter and cause to be 

entered the ciffices of Dr. Lewis J. Fiel d ing
0

located in 

Beverly Hills, California, and did unlawfully search and 

ca~se to be searched the pr em ises therein. 

7. In furtherance of, and ·in order to effectu a te tt-.e 

objer;ts of the c om;pir;ic::y; the DEFENDANT and the co-conspira-

- 2 -
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4' 

tor. 5 dicl perfo1:n and did r.;at:·.:;c to he pcrforn( :cl th•..!_ 

follow .i1hJ overl: act: .;, ili ;101:Cj ot:! .lC!t:s, in tlv~ - Oi~trict 

of Columbia: 

OVCR'r l\CTS 

1. On or about August 11, 1971, the DEFENDANT 

sent a memorandum to an official of the Unite~ States 

Government. 

2. On or after l\ugust 11, 1971, the DEFENDANT 

had a conversation uith . an official of the United 

States Government. 

3·. On or after August 27, 1971, the DEFENDAN'.r 

_ met with E. Howard Hunt, Jr., and an official of 

the United States Governm8nt. 

4. On or about August 30, 1971, the DEFENDANT 

had a telephone conversation with an official of 

the Untted States Governm~nt. 

5. On or about Septe::t::ier 1, 1971, ar. official 

of the United Stutes Gl>vernnent caused thc delivery 

of a sum of cash to the DEFENDANT. 

6. On or about Septe :,~b cr 1, 1971, the DEFi':,·:DA: ·,T 

caused a sum of cash to be delivered to "an official 

of the United States Govern~ e nt. 

7. On ·or about Septe;,iber 7, 1971, the DEFE~:OAKT 
::-.-,,,-

had a co~versation with an official of the United 

States Government. 
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te st ifie d under oa th. 

(In violation of ~itle lB, Uni ted States 

Co<le , Section 241 . ) 

L;{~~~-
Lr:o:..:i J ;i~·R:i'lz-~~ r 
Sp ec ial Prosecutor 
Watergate Spec ial Pros ec ution 

Force 
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V.LIU~.J..JJ.J, u • 

CRIM!NAL DOCKET 

lhtiku ;€,tafrs Ilistrirt (ffomt for lire District of CColnmhia 

• PARTIES 

UNITED STATES 

vs. ' 1: ORIGINAL 
---~ 

EGIL KROG~, JR. 

I 
Stephen N. Shulman (Ret.) I 8 USC 1623 I CHARGE: l 

PDID:--7 ooe,8-3-39 1000 Conn. Ave., N.W. j (False Declarations) 
I ~ ·. 

~ :1 . 
Ii 

I I 

II 

I 

-- - -
d'-'i.B:~~ PR w/c~ncfs. 

6949 Greenvale St. 

I NW 

~ ..•. 

.... - -.. 
' 

·- I ! 
' 

DATE II PROCEEDINGS 

E730ct lljl...,,/:,.o,cTMENT F1LE0 {2 Count_s~) ______ _ 

9730ct 

11 
ORDER assigning case to Judge Gerhard A. Gesell for all purposes. 

II SIRICA., ~.J. {N) 

I 1~1 APPEA!IB.NC.E.~ri11, Philip .T. Bakes and Charles B-

l lbryer, Dept. __ of Justice, 1425 K St., entered as Govt. counsel~·-----

11 ARRAIGNED: Deft. handed copy of indictment. Plea Not Guilty. 

-~~oti.on of deft. for release on personal recognizance, heard and granted. 

l:Iearing on motions set for .11-13-73 at 2:00 p.m. Envelope containing 

JOlice reports sealed and filed by direction of the Court. Order signec 

,"'eleasing deft. on personal recognizance 
----------

______ ...,1:_IE_S_E_L_L_, _J_. _ _ Rep: I. Watson S. Shulman~,_A_t_t~y_. _____________ _ 

ORDER for release on personal recognizance with conditions. 

}ESELL, J. Deft. released from Court. -------,---

_. 9_7_3_0_c_t_+-3_l ___ ~i/_MOT ION for ~ i~ c overy ; P /A; C / S 

t' ,/MOTION to dismiss indictment, _Exhibit __ A~;_C~/_S_,~·P~/_A ______ _____ _ 

,/'MOTION to consolidate counts;C/S 1P/A _______ _ __________ _ 

i/ MOTION for _ _!_Eansfer _on ground _of Prejudicial pretrial publicity; 
----~i - -,t--- - ---·---

1 Affidavit;C/S;Exhibits 1 thru 85;P/A _ _ 

:oNTINIJED 
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~rmation, filed.------------------------------
li.,,J'.;etter -to Shulman from Leon Laworski dated 11-30-73, identified a~---

""°":' - Government Exhibit #1 filed, 

--------na---tt-'-v!N~,t-,~'FORMATION _filed in Op;~t;__ ARRAIGNED; PLEA OF GUILTY entered 
------~,__f!::onspiracy__against rights of ci~izens in violation of T 18 U_SC_.?_41)_;_ 

referred; bond. GES_~11~J. Rep-Watson Stephen N. Shulman ,Att -,--
1973Dec 3 TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS OF ll-30-73;]'ages l-12;Cou=r~t'-"c~o~p~y~;c__ ___ _ 
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Railway Labor Dispute 

Announcement of Report of Emergency Board 
Investigating Disputes Between Railroads Represented 
by the National Railway Labor Conference and Certain 
Employees. November 3, 1969 

The President today released the report of Presidential 
Emergency Board No. 176. The Board was created Octo
ber 3, 1969, to investigate disputes between the Nation's 
railroads represented by the National Railway Labor 
Conference and certain of their employees represented 
by the International Association of Machinists and Aero
space Workers, the International Brotherhood of Electri
cal Workers, the Sheet Metal Workers' International 
Association, and the International Brotherhood of Boiler
makers, Iron Ship Builders, Blacksmiths, Forgers and 
Helpers. The dispute involves approximately 48,000 shop
craft mechanics, their helpers and apprentices. 

The Board recommended the establishment of a new 
Class I mechanics' rate at least 20 cents per hour above 
the regular mechanics' rate to be paid to mechanics per
forming the m~st highly skilled and responsible assign
ments. The Board stated that the parties should negotiate 
concerning the assignments to which the higher rate 
should be applicable, . and suggested as a general guide 
that the rate should apply to from IS-to 25 percent of the 
mechanics on each railroad. Railroad mechanics cur
rently earn about $3.60 per hour. 

The Board further r~commended continued bargain
ing on proposed changes in certain work rules to obtain 
cost savings in equipment maintenance and repair, and 
in other areas. Savings resulting from meaningful rule 
changes should provide the basis, the Board said, for fur
ther wage adjustments . In addition, the Board recom
mended general wage increases for all employees in the 
amounts of 2 percent, effective January 1, 1969, and 3 
percent, effective July 1, 1969. 

The Board urged a review and study of the Railway 
Labor Act to consider possible revisions; and that the 
railroads an ,'. unions consider revi5ion of their bargaining 
structure . The Board concluded that "Serious and difficult 
negotiations will be required to face realistically the issues 
remaining and particularly the monetary implications of 
rule changes. The Board is confident, nevertheless, that a 
framework of agreement has been erected." 

The Board was composed of Ralph T. Seward, attorney 
and arbitrator, Washington, D.C., Chairman; Robert G. 
Howlett, attorney and Chairman of the l\fichigan Em
ployment Relations Commission, Grand Rapids, Mich.; 
and Professor E. Robert Livernash, Graduate School of 
Business Administi·alion, Harvard Unin:r.:il\·, Cambridge-, 
Mas.,. 

WEEKl Y COMPILATION Of PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 

Under the provisions of the Railway Labor Act, the 
parties must maintain the "status quo" for a period of 
30 days following the Board's report. 

1'0TE: For Executive Order 114136, creating t!ie Em o:r~ency Board, 
and lists of the rail-roads and lab or organizations in·, 11kcd, see page 
1358 of thi s n,lume i,f the Weekly Compilation <>f Presidential 
Documents. 

The President's Staff 

Announcement of Appointments of Bryce Harlow and 
Dr. Daniel P. Moynihan as Counsellurs .to the President 
and of John Ehrlichman as Assistant to the President for 
Domestic Alf airs, and Assignments in the Domestic 
Affairs Staff. November 4, 1969 

The President today appointed Bryce Harlow and 
Dr. Daniel P. Mo}nihan to be Counsellors to the Presi
dent, with Cabinet rank. 

Harlow, who was the first man appointed by Mr. Nixon 
to the White House staff after the 1968 elections, will 
continue policy guidance of congressional relations but 
will be freed from day-to-day operational detail to be 
more available to the President for counsel on the entire 
spectrum of national affairs. 

Moynihan, who now heads the staff of the Urban 
Affairs Council, will continue his policy guidance in urban 
problems, but will be able to apply his demonstrated 
innovative flair to the full range of domestic policy 
development. 

The operational responsibilities presently carried by 
Mr. Harlow will in time be assumed by a new Assistant 
to the President for Congressional Relations, and similarly 
a new executive secreta1y of the Urban Affairs Council 
· e designated in the near future. 

In addition, a new post has been created : Assistant 
to the President for Domestic Affairs. John Ehrlichman, 
who has been Counsel to the President, has been named 
to this position, which will be roughly equivalent in domes
tic matters to the position held by Dr. Henry Kissinger in 
national security affairs. 

The Assistant to the President for Domestic Affairs will 
advise the President on domestic policy and be responsible 
for \Vhite House operations in all substantive matters 
concerning domestic affairs. The title of Counsel to the 
President will no longer be used. 

The domestic affairs staff, which has been experiment
ing with a management procedure that forms specific 
project groups to conduct n::-earch and prcse!1t policy 
options to the President. will now formalize this ''mission" 
approach. Units will be created consisting of depart
mental and agc11e,· expert, as wdl .1.s \\'hitc Honse and 
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Bureau of the BudgC't personnel, and will disband upon 
completion of each assignment. 

fiyc staff members will assume responsibility for super
vision of these temporary unit~. They arc: John C. 
\\'hitaker. Egil Krogh. Edward Morgan, and Henry 
Cashen II, all appointed Deputy Assistants to the Presi
dent for Domestic Affain.. and Leonard Gannent, Spe
cial Consultant to the Pre;.ident. 

enneth Cole, Deputy Assistant to the President, will 
be responsible for the administration of the Domestic 
Affairs staff. 

Richard Burress, Deputy A.,;;sistant to the President for 
Domestic Affairs, will serve the domestic policy staff as 
legislative specialist. His office will provide technical assist
ance to the . staff and work "'-ith the Congressional 
Relations office in furthering the progress of the 
administration's legislative program. 

Significance of Changes 

The timing: The staff reordering takes place exactly 
I year after the President's dcction and is coordinated 
"ith the move of Dr. Arthur Bums, now Counsellor to 
the President, to the Federal Reserve Board, January 31. 

The need for counsellors: The structure of any White 
House staff must be framed to suit the requirements of 
the individual President it serves; organizations will differ 
because Presidential methods differ. 

From the start, President Nixon determined to have 
one or more "Counscllors"-men who were deeply versed 
in the ways of governments and, most important, whose 
judgment he respected and whos_e long-range vision for 
the Nation was similar to his ·own. 

The function of a Counsellor is to anticipate events, to 
think through the conseq~nces of current trends, to ques
tion conventional wisdom, to address fundamentals, and 
to stimulate long-range innovation. 

This cannot ordinarily be done by people burdened 
with operational responsibilities. It also is more likely to 
be done in a practical manner by men who have recently 
shouldered those rcsponsihilities--whose service on the 
firing line endows them with an understanding of the 
obstacles and opportunities. 

Mr. Harlow brings to the President 31 years of govern
ment service and a unique understanding not only of the 
ways of Con~ hut of the workings of the entire political 
~-stem. Dr. Moynihan, with experience in two different 
prc,-ious administrations, i-; a scholar who hreaks new 
ground in thought and is a public sen·ant who ha~ shown 
hi-; ability to create new programs of action. 

Though both men were born in Oklahoma, thev grew 
up in different regions; one is softspoken, the other rather 
outspoken; one is 5 feet 4 inche.s, the other 6 fret 5 inches. 
Howe\'er diffrrent in background and style. both Coun
,-;e}k,rs ~hare the Prt""Sidem·s tru,t in their judgment and 
,;non will hnomt· murh more ;n·ailahle to him for discus
<;i<»n •1nd c:ounq:J_ 

--------
The exercise of that judgment, invaluable to a chief 

executive, will he strengthened by their freedom from line 
operations and their im:rca~d availabilitv to the Pre5ident. 

The Evolution of the Domestic Affairr Staff: 

Dr. Burns' appointment to the Federal Re!'1,::rn· Board 
was long planned. His staff had worked clo~ely with mem
bers of the Counsel's staff, Dr. 2\foynihan's staff, and 
others on "special project teams'' that helped develop 
legislative proposals. It has been contemplated for some 
time that these staffs would be fitted into a permanent 
Domestic Affairs team. 

Advice and policy guidance will be channeled t~ the 
Domestic Affairs staff from the Urban Affairs Council, 
the Cabinet Committee on Economic Policy, the Environ
mental Quality Council, and the Counsellors to the Presi
dent, as well as the departments and agencies, 

In this manner, the President has developed his own 
way of formulating policy on the domestic side, similar 
to the method he adopted earlier in matters dealing with 
the national security. 

Assistant to the President Peter Flanigan will continue 
in that capacity and will, in addition to his other duties, 
exercise supervision over some of the domestic affairs 
project groups. 

The White House staff operation under H. R. Halde· 
man will work with the new Domestic Affairs group in 
essentially the same way as with -the National Security 
Affairs group-making certain the President has full 
information, that his time is efficiently utilized and that 
his orders are carried .out. 

' 

National Program for Volm;1tary Action 

Statement by the President Announcing the Creation oJ 
a National Center for Voluntary Action. 
November 4, 1969 

/ 

From the beginning of our country, Americans Ji~ve 
worked together voluntarily to hdp master eommotl needs 
and problems. A major goal of this administration is to 
recognize and enlist the energies and resources of the 
people themselves, as well as government, in a renewal of 
this historic American approach. To further that goal, I 
announced last March the initial steps in building a 

National Program for Voluntary Action. 
For the past 6 months. my Special Consultant on Vol

untary Action, l\fax l\f. Fisher of Detroit, and Secretary 
Romney of the Department of Housing and Urban De\·el
opment, Chairman of the Cabinet Committee on Volun
taf\· Action, ha\'e been de\·elopinl:' the Kational Program. 
!t is based on three assumptions: 

1. l\fany Americans would like to start working as 

nllunteers on cornmunin· prohlems . .-\ n·,·ent suffcy 
reported that tv,o-third, of u, w("r{' willin~ to \'Plunker 
rq:ubrly if shown ,omcthin,:- ,rnrthwhik W d,). 
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Committee, including the chairman, on which reports lrnvc been re~ 
quest.etl of the Department only to encounter ,1clay in den ,loping- a 
posi tion betwren the Department of Transportation and the 1'\11ite 
Honse. 

It then has been my rather unpleasant task to ham the Secretary 
call me up and ask me to go to the chairman of the committee to ask 
him to defer hearings or reopen hearings or defer actions until the 
peopJe downtown-namely, the Department and the ·white House
can develop a position on pending legislation. The chairman has been 
most patient with me whenever he could, but there is a limit. 

Therefore, for my own personal peace of mind, as well as the more 
important aspect of trying to work together and accomplish some
thing, I am delighted to hear you say that you are going to work 
with ns in advance. I hope your presence in the Department and your 
relations as having come from the 1Vhite House staff, will enable us 
to get the position of the administration so as to be able to give it con
sideration early and -with reasonable promptness. I hope you will 
dedicate vourself. amon!?' other thin.gs. to that end. 

}fr. KnooH. I will do that, Senator Cotton. 
The CHAIR"'.\L\N. Now, if the other members of the committee will 

-wait a little bit for general questions on the Department itself, I would 
like to proceed -with another matter here and discuss that first. · 

· Is that all right with members of the committee1 All right. 
Now, "Mr. Krogh, because of your alleged .as..:;ocbtions with l\fr. 

Liddy and l\fr. Hunt, t-wo persons now standing- trial for their involve
ment in the so-called Watergate case. I would like to ask certain ques
tions of you in order to determine: (1) Whether you were associated 
with l\fr. Liddy and :Mr. Hunt, and (2) if so, the nature and the dura
tion of that association in order to ascertain whether there is anv
thing- in your previous record of Government service that would reflect 
negati ,•el v on your qualifications to be Under Secretary of Transporta
tion. Now, do you have any objections to pursuing such questions? 

i\fr.'KROGH. No. sir; I do not. 
The CHATIBL\N. Do you have any objections to being s-worn? 
)tr. Knoau. No, sir; I do not. 
Tlrn CHAm::\cAx. All right. If vou will stand and raise vour right 

hand, l\fr. Krogh. Do yori swear to tell the truth, the whole.truth, and 
nothin!! bnt. the truth? 

)fr. KROGH. I do. 
The C1-um:\L-\X. Now. I have certain questions and the committ~e 

members mav ,,n.nt to follow thr01urh with them if t-hev wish. hnt I 
think thev v.i!l lav the foundation· for the testimonv ,~ou are · about . ... .. .. .... 

_ ..... .....,.,.1ve. 
The first onestion is, )fr. Krogh. lrnve you been associated with )fr. 

Licl<lv nnd :\[r. HunH 
~ri:. Knor.n. YC"s,sir: I have . 
The CIL\IR)L\X. \Vere )fr. Hunt :mc1 '\fr. Liddv nwmbers of the so

cnlled. nnd I use this term advis<'dly, Plumbers Orr.nni.za.tion as it. is 
eoniinon lv known? 

)fr. Kr:nmr. Y<'s, sir: they "-ere. 
TlH·CH.\rmr.,,;. Arn1 "·hntnrethrplnmhers~ 
"\fr·. Knnnn. The nlumhf>T·s ,ms a gTonp thnt wns p1lt to_rrethel' for the 

pnrpnsr of <loin_~.! ,Y]rnt it conlcl to pr0vent the unirnthorizPc1 disclosnrA 
of iwnsitin,. classified national secnritv information. 
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The Cn.\IfDL\X. ,Vho estnblishe<l the organization? 
Mr. KROGH. The organization was established by )lr. Young of the 

National Security Council statl' and rnyself pursuant to instnv~ti.ous 
from ?!fr. Ehrlichman. 

The Cn.\IR.U.\X. Yes. Xow, how did it come by the name ;'plumb
ers"? I see the newspapers use that frequently. 

Mr. KROGH. Yes, sir. :Mr. Young was, as I remember, talking to 
his mother or his mother-in-law one night, and she asked him wb.t he 
was doing at the ,"\7bite House, and he said that he was trying to do 
what he could to plug leaks of sensitive information, and she said, 
""Well, we have a carpenter in the family. It's nice to have a plumber, 
too," and from that point on the group became known as the plumbers. 

e HAIRMAN. 1Vhy were you~-selected to participate in this organi
zation~ Can yon give us any background on that 1 

Mr. KROGH. Yes, sir. During the first 2 years I was particularly 
involved in work with the FBI, other law enforcement matters, and 
I had some familiarity with the internal security system in the Federal 
Government. 

The C:a\IR:\IAX. Let me explore how precisely you became associated 
with }fr. Liddy and )fr. Hunt, and I could ask these questions: If 
you lmow, who retained Mr. Liddy? 

:Mr. KROGH. I did. 
The CHAIR:\IAN. You did. And how was he known to vou ~ 
Mr. KROGH. He was known to me as an attorney in the Department 

of the Trcasurv ,vhere he had worked on narcotics control issues. 
The CHAIR:u:'\N. Who retained Mr. Hunt, if you know 1 
Mr. KROGH. Mr. Young and I retained ~Ir. Hunt. 
The CnAnnux. "\Vbo recommended :Mr. Hunt to you? 
Mr. KRooH. He was recommended to us by Mr. Charles Colson, 

counselor to the President. 
The CHAIRl\L\.X. vvnat is that name, again~ 
Mr. KROGH. Charles Colson. 
The CHAIRMAN. How were :Mr. Liddy and Mr. Hunt compensated 

for their services, if you lmow? 
Mr. KROGH. Mr. Liddy, as I remember, was compensated from the 

Domestic Council payroll, and Mr. Hunt was a "\Thite House 
consultant. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, when you speak of the Domestic Council pay-
roll, that means the payroll within the White House; is that correct 1 

Mr. KROGH. Yes. sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'Mr. Ehrlichman's payroll? 
Mr. KnooH. Yes, sir; that's correct. 
The CHAIR~IAN. Now--
Senator CoTroN. Excuse me, but did you say Mr. Hunt was a coun

selor to the White House? 
Mr. KROGH. No. sir. :Mr. Colson was counsel to the President. 
Senator CoTTo:i. Yes; but you also said something about Mr. Hunt's 

capacity? 
Mr. KROGH. A consultant. 
Senator Co'ITON. A consultant, pardon me. That's what I mennt, 

consultant. Yon mean bv that that he received a. per diem or was he on 
regular compensation? • 

Mr. Krwon. Sir, I don't know exactly what the form of payment 
was to Mr. Hunt. 
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24. In the sutllller of 1972 Dwight Chapin, the President's appointments 

secretary, met with Donald Segretti. Segretti, whom Chapin had employed 

to disrupt the campaigns of candidates for the Democratic presidential 

nomination, had previously been questioned by the grand jury investigating 

the Watergate break-in and by the FBI. Segretti has testified: 

Mr. Chapin told me to cease all activities. I 
asked Mr. Chapin if I should make.an accounting 
of funds, that I did have some money that was left 
over. Mr. Chapin told me, no, to keep whatever 
money I had remaining as a bonus; and I had been 
through a lot of problems, with the FBI and the 
grand jury appearance ••• 

The amount involved was several thousand dollars. They also discussed 

the possibility of Chapin's finding Segretti a job. 

24.1 Memorandum from Dwight Chapin, November 5, 
1972, Exhibit 32, United States v. Chapin 

Page 

transcript, April 3, 1974, 424-31 •••••••••••••••••• 328 

24.2 Donald Segretti testimony, United States v. 
Chapin, April 2, 1974, 338-40 •••••••••••••••••••••• 336 

24.3 Dwight Chapin testimony, United States v. 
Chapin, April 3, 1974, 540, 543 •••••••••••••••••••• 339 
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TEE HIT!IBSS: Yes, it did. It Inefu"'lt that it would 

have very restricted distribution and really only to those 

?eople it was distributed to. 

TIIB COURT: In other ~-ords, it was not to be sent 

on by the people who got it; is that what you are saying? 

~ I fication 

TEE WITNESS: Hell, not quite. 

TEE COURT! W'hat did, "Eyes Only" mean? 

TEE HITHESS: I was never sure. 

THE COURT: All right. That is a good a."l.SWer. 

Hr. Dean, I show you what has been marked for identi

purposes Government Exhibit 32. 

Would you identif-y that, if you can? 

A Yes, I can identify it. 

Q Tell us what this is, please? 

A This is the origi.'lal of the same document which I 

received in November I early Noven-.ber, that was given to me by 

Mr. Ch.apin at the time he was leaving the White House staff in 

tha spring of 197 3, when ho brought over a whole packet of 

matarialo that related to this 1Uatter. 

Q Now# is there handt;riting on that document? 

A Yes, there is. 

Q Is that your handwriting? 

A Ho, it is not. 

!-~><. RUANE: I offer Exhibit 32 in evidence. 
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MR. STEIN: No objection. 

THE COURT: It may be received. 

(Whereupon, original of Chapin 

memorandum dated November 5, 1972 

L was marked Government's Exhibit 

No. 32, and received in evidence.) 

BY f,m. RUAl"l'E: 

Q Mr. Dean, have you ever pleaded guilty to a cri."!le? 

A Yes, I have. 

Q When was that, sir? 

A October 19, 1973. 

Q Where did you plead? 

A Here in the District of Columbia. 

Q District of Columbia Federal Court? 

· A That is correct. 

Q What was that crime? 

A The crime of obstruction of justice. 

Q Is that a conspiracy to obstruct justice? 

A Conspiracy to ostruct justice, that is correct. 

THE COURT: I again remind you, ladies and gentlemen, 

of my instruction with respect to this aspect of any prior 

conviction. That bears on credibility and I will be instructing 

y01 fully on that later. 

MR. RUANE: Your Honor, if Ixmy, I would like to 

publish Exhibit 32. 
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MR. RUA.~E: This is a document and in the upper right-

hand corner its says, "Eyes Only." r---It is dated, November 5, 1972. 

It is titled, "Chronology of Activity. 

"l. September {?) 1971-Chapin phones Segretti 

in Monterey, California and asks him to fly to 

Washington. Meets with Chapin and Strachan. 

Don,as still in the military. We discussed 

his becoming an agent for us during the corning 

political campaign. We were after information 

as to schedules of candidates, people who could 

infiltrate headquarters, could ask . embarrassing 

questions and could organize counter demonstrations 

to those we expected our opposition to come forth · 

with during the campaign. 

"2. Don returned to Monterey. A few days 

later he phoned to say he was interested. 

"3. Gordon Strachan brought the subject to 

the attention of blank and Kalmbach at a 'White 

House meeting. It was approved for Segretti to 

be hired. I did not know the amount or the con-

di tions of the salary. 

"4. Don qot out of the Service. Ue then 

began moving around the country !:'.aking contac~ with 
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people whom he felt he could trust. 

"S. Approximately a half dozen times he 

came to Washington and~ would meet at lunch or 

dinner. Generally he would review where he bad 

people. Don never used names. I didn't want to 

know who the people were and told him so. 

"I constantly urged him to be discreet, to 

use double and triple identification backstops, 

for mail, phone calls and in terms of contacts. 

On one occasion we met in Portland, Oregon. I 

had told Don to go there to watch a Presidential 

stop and to note how the demonstrators organized 

against us. 

"6. The buL~ of my contact was between 

September 1971 and January 1, 1972.n 

Then there is handwriting. 

At this time, I would like to read a stipulation 

agreed to by all counsel: 

That all the handwriting on Government Exhibit 32 is 

that of the Defendant Dwight L. Chapin, except the following: 

The word, "Gordon," on Page 1. The word, "Dean," on Page 6; 

and the letter, "S" on Page 6. 

"OctobBr of 1971 was for the most part occupied 

by China. I may hve had phone contact during October. 

"7. In ,January or February, Liddy reported to 
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Strachan there was an agent in the field who they 

couldn't determine and •they' were going to go 

after him. Strachan checked two people {blank 

and blank) and then Don was advised to report to 

Liddy. That is how his phone number got in 

Liddy's book and how his existence was later 

discovered by the FBI. 

118. Don made one mistake when during the 

December he moved into New Hampshire in too 

public a way. He went to Allan Walker and tried 

to buffalo him. We (Gordon and Chapin) were 

alerted and I yanked him to Washington. He 

became much more careful after the episode. 

But it waa·the time I should have fired him. 

"9. The bulk of Don's activity was in 

Florida. He had some girl agent in Muskie's 

State Headquarters. He also had plants in the 

headquarters of Jackson and Humphrey. 

"Don was responsible for the anti-Muskie 

radio ads on a Cuban radio station placed by 

'A Jackson person.' 

"It is rrr-1 feeling Don did the 'Sex News 

Release' on Jackson and Humphrey and tried to 

tie it to Muskie's people. I say 'feeling' 

since one day the release came through the mail 
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to my home. There was no letter with it. I 

suspect Don did it. 

"Don put the stink bombs in the Muskie 

Tampa Headquarters. The Muskie people blamed 

Jackson's troops. 

"He also put out countless press releases 

about events, scheduled and non-scheduled. In 

addition, he would put out issue papers especially 

on busing. 

"Many times he would run classified ads for 

'blacks' to work in Muskie heaequarters. 

"I believe it was Den who had cards passed 

out at Wallace rallies. They said, 'If you liked 

Adolf Hitler, you'll love George Wallace.' 

'Vote Muskie' or something identifying Muskie 

people'i'Bs on the other side of the card. 

"10. Don sent via mail to my residence 

clippings or little notes~never signed. They 

were usually campaign hoax sotires. This was 

the main way he 'reported.'" 

And then in handwriting, it says: 

"Many times I didn't even open ••• " -- there 

i3 a question mark above the word, "open" ...,JJ. ••• 

the envelopes. 

"11. In January, Februa~J, May and June, I 
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was very involved in the foreign travel and had 

little and sometimes no contact with Don. 

"12. When the Watergate broke, we told 

Don to get lost. I be!i:-ve Herb settled with 

him for salary through the year. I wu not sure 

on this point." 

And then, in parenthesis, in handwriting, which has 

been stipulated: 

"He may have been paid by April 7th." 

"13. In July or August, Segretti called 

to say the FBI had called. He called me minutes 

after they called him. (Maybe they went to his 

home.) I .contacted Gordon who checked Dean. 

"14. Instructions to Segretti from that 

point on were handled by ••• " --

And then the word, •non" is crossed out and above it 

written, "Dean." 

"Don came to Washington and met wit..l-i Dean 

and Gordon S. 

"15. In July, after Don had been interviewed 

by th -~ FBI whe~ I was in California to :wor~-c on t..11.e 

Wolper films, I had lunch with Segretti. We talked 

of his goin g away, keeping quiet. He mentioned he 

might get some legal advice from Young. I urged 

him to be careful. In addition, I told him to 
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destroy all records." 

And then, in handwriting, on the margin: 

"I believe Don still has a diary. A lawyer 

should look at it. He will know exact dates when 

he met with me and what specifically I told h±nto 

do or recommended. I assu..me Don has never shown 

the diary to Young. The diary will indicate :.: 

specifically what Don did and when. 

"16. When I was at the Convention Don called 

to say he had been called to appear before the 

grand jury. He was up tight •.. Dean told me not 

to worry. Dean met with Segretti in Miami. 

"17. Don went before the grand jury. Dean 

reported it went well. 

"18. Don returned to California. 

"19. Don called about three weeks prior to 

the Post story to say the Washington Post had been 

to his home. 

"20. Dean put Don on the road and I haven't 

talked to him since." 

No further questions at this time, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You may examine, !>(.r. Stein. 

CROSS-EXAMINJI.TION 

BY MR. STEIN: 
.. 

Q Mr. Dean, the original of wnat was just read, you 
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THE COURT: You haven't been asked about your 

conversation with Mr. Deari. 

Q 

A 

A 

MR. DAVIS: We don't intend to, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Right. I just remind the witness. 

THE WITNESS: All.~ght. TI1ank you, Your Honor. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

You didn't see Mr. Chapin in Miami, did you? 

I did not. 

What was the next time )OU saw Mr. Chapin? 

The next time I recall seeing Mr. Chapin was later 

on that summer,·and I don't recall the exact date now. I met 

him in California. 

Q Do you recall where you met him? 

A Yes, I met him in front of the Century Plaza Hotel 

in Los Angeles. From there, we drove across the street and 

had lunch in a restaurant. 

Q Did you have a conver sa tiJlJ'l with him? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q What was the conversation? 

A Mr. Chapin told. me to cease all activities. 

I asked Mr. Chapin if I should make an accounting of 

funds, that I did have some money that was left over. 

Mr. Chapin told me, no, to keep whatever money I 

had remaining as a bonus; and I had been through a lot of 

problems with the FBI and the grand jury appearance, and so 
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forth. 

There was some brief discu s sion between Mr. Chapin 

and I regarding the possibility of him helping me obtain a 

job in some field in the future. 

Q As of that date, how iliuch money had you received? 

A I received between fourty-four and forty-five 

thousand dollars. 

Q Just so we are clear, you never received any of that 

money from Mr. Chapin, is that correct? 

A No, I did not. 

Q Who did you receive all that money from? 

A I received all the money from Mr.Herbert Kalmbach 

or his secretary. I reciived one sum from his secretary; and 

I also received that sum of $400 much earler from Mr. Strachan; 

Q Did you ever tell Mr. Kalmbach about any of your 

activities? 

A No, I did not. 

Q Did you keep a record of your expenses? 

A I did. 

Q Showing you what has been marked as Exhibit No. 27, 

~an you identify that? 

A I can. 

Q What is it? 

A This is a record of my exp enditur e s and receipts. 

Q How far do es th a t carry your expenditures to, to what 
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date? 

A I believe it is up to June 1972. 

MR. DAVIS: The Government would like to offer this, 

Your Honor, would offer it. 

MR. STEIN: Objection. 

THE COURT: What is its relevancy? There is no indi-

cation he showed. it to anybody. ... • 
:MR. DAVIS: We just want to establish the accounting 

of the amount he spent, so we will know how much was left as thje 

bonus. 

THE COURT: Did you indicate in any way to Mr. Chapin 

how much was left or did you.'just say you had some money left 

over? 

THE WITNESS: No, I believe I did indicate that I 

fhad several thousand.dollars remaining. Whether I gave him 

l
~xact amount, I don't believe I did, no, sir. 

J · THE COURT: Very well. 

!l 
11 

II 
11 ,, 

Q 

The objection is sustained. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

Now, Mr. Segretti, you testified to various telephone 
·I 
11 
\i conversations you had with Hr. Chapin. 

I! 
II 
jl made them? 

11 

il 
:1 

A 

In what manner did you place those calls when you 

There were a variety of manners. Sometimes it was 

I direct dial from my home telephone number. Other times it was 
ij 
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i !they went to his home). 11 

Why did you put "~·laybe they went to his home" there? 

~4U 

Ii 
I! A. I don I t know. I thin!< maybe I h2ard that they went 
' 
If-
: -o 
' I 

II 
i 
I 
l 

..:J 

his home. 

Q. All right. 

"I contacted Gordon who checked [with] Dean." 

is that true? I 
11 

A. That is my understanding as to what happened, yes, 

!!sir. 
,, 

Q. Paragraph 14: 

,1 "Instructions to Segretti from that point on were handled 
I 
I !by Dean." 
! 
I A. That is correct. ·He was Don's contact. 

jj Q. "Don came to Washington and met with Dean and 

!I 
;Gordon Strachan." 
I 

l 
' A. Yes. 

"15. In July after Don had been interviewed by the 
[

! ,Q. 

1 FDI when I was in California to work on tha Wolper films, I 
p 
ii 1:had lunch with Segretti." 
n i; 
1! Do you remember t...~at lunch? 
j: 
1! A. I do. That is the one he. was referring to where 

t 3,. ' • IC aid-- where I ment1on'9d that bonus thing. 

!! Q. "vJe talked of his going away, keeping quiet.'' 

\! 
:! 
!i 

Do you recall that? 

n 
!, A. Yes. Yve talked about the fact that he should --
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!Ir should say, with what Hr. Dean. testified to this morning, in 

l~egards to ~his. 

11 But the part t,.'1at -- I t.1.ink the part about Don "was I -
1u?tight" was accurate. 
i 
i Q. All right. 

I 
I 11Daan met with Segretti in Miami." 

Is that true? 

~ Yes, it is. 

Q. Paragraph 17: 

r "Don went before the Grand Jury. Dean reported ·it went 

~,:ell." 

1

1 

L :hat i:e:~ue, is it not? 

~ "Don returned to California." 

.. 

Is that true? 

I 
I don't know whether that is correct or not. · I 

lj'don' t know where that came from. 

j Q. Paragraph 19 : 

.1 
Ii 
j! 

"Don called about three weeks prior to the Post story to 

1
1
sav the Washington Post had been to his homa." 
Ii ~ 
1! 
1: Is that true? 

1: 
Ii 
Ii 

A. I believe it is true, yes. 

Q •. Page 8: 
:1 
!1 
i! "Dean put Don on the road and I haven't talked · to him 

!!since." 
i1 
ii 

(340) 



25. On or about September 12 or 13, 1972, at 12:00 noon, John 

Mitchell, John Dean and Jeb Magruder met. Magruder outlined the false 

story he was planning to give before the Watergate Grand Jury regarding 

the meetings among Mitchell, Magruder, Dean and Gordon Liddy in 

January and February 1972 at which political intelligence and electronic 

surveillance had been discussed. Mitchell did not express any disagree

ment. Thereafter, Magruder appeared before the grand jury and testified 

falsely. 
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· tioncd particularly Mr. Dean. He did mention other individuals but 
I cannot recall their names, and indicated he had been told he would · 
have approximately $1 million budget. I indicated to him at that time 
that $1 million budget. was a sizable budget and that he should prepare 
the background documents necessary· to justify this budget and that 
he would then have an opportunity to present the budget to the .i\.ttor
ney General. 

·)fr. DAsH. Xow, did there come a time when Mr. Liddy did present 
his plan to the Attorney General, Mr. ·Mitchell? 

)Ir. )1AGRUDER. Yes. In February I set up an appointment with 
Mr. Mitchell and John Dean on February 27 at 4 in the afternoon. 

)fr. DASH. On February--
)Ir. )faGRGDER. The first meeting was February 27. 
)fr. DASH. )lay I refresh your recollection, l\lr. Magruder, do you 

mean February 27 or January 27? 
)Ir. )hoRUDER. I am sorrv, January 27, 1971. i\..nd we had a meet

ing in Mr. Mitchell's office at 4 in the afternoon as I recall it. 
)Ir. D.1sH. '\Vho attended that meeting in Mr. Mitchell's office on 

January27? 
Mr. l\fA.GRUDER. Mr. l\Iitchell, Mr. Dean, Mr. Liddy, and myself. · 
Mr. DASH. Prior to the meeting on January 27, did you know any 

of the details of the plan that Mr. Liddy was going to present on that 
day1 

Mr. l\fAGRUDER. No, I did not. 
Mr. DASH. Could you describe in detail what occurred on January 27 

n l\fr. :VIitchell's office? . 
Mr. MActR~ER. Mr. Liddy brought with him a series of charts, they 

vere profess10nally done charts, and had color, some color, on each 
of the charts. As I recall there were approximately six charts. Each 

. chart contained a subject matter and was headed by a code word. I 
cannot recall many of the code words, the one I do recall is Gemstone. 
I think one was called Target but I cannot specifically recall the other 
code words. Each chart had a listing of certain types of activities with 
a budget and, as I recall, there was one chart that totaled up the activi
ties and the budget totaled to the $1 million figure that he had men
tioned previously. 

Mr. DASH. Mr. Liddy was presenting this in the form of a show . 
and tell operation 1 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. ·what were the size of these charts? 
Mr. ::\1AoRUDER. As I recall, they were approximately probably the 

size of the chart that is on the display stand , 
Mr. DASH. '\Yere they on an easel or display stand in the Attorney 

GeneraFs office? 
l\Ir. 'l\faGRUDER. Yes. 
l\Ir. DAsn. Do :mu have any idea where these charts were prepared. 

or who prepared them 1 
Mr. )!AGRUDER. X o. I do not. 
:\Ir. D.\i-1-1. You s,ly the charts dealt with mrious projects and they 

hacl code names on them. Could you giw us to your best recollection 
what sonw of these projects were? 

l\Ir. l\hGRlffiER. This was. of course. the projects, including wire
tapping, ckctronic surn,illancP, and photography. There were projects 
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relating to the abduction of individuals, particularly members of 
radical groups that ,ve were concerned about on the convention at San 
Diego. :Mr. Liddy had a plan where the leaders would be abducted and 
detained in a place like Mexico and that they would then be returned 
to this country at the end of the convention. 

He. h~d another plan which would. ha ':e ~lSed women. as agents ~o 
rk with members of the Democratic N at10nal Committee at their 
vention and here in ·washington, and hopefully, through their 

orts, they would obtain information from them. 
_ Ir. DASH. 'With regard to these women--
Senator ERVIN. I am going to ask the audience to please _refrain 

from laughter or any kind of demonstration. 
)fr. DASH. 'With regard to the use of these women as agents, did 

this involve the use of a yacht at Miamii 
)fr. )faGRUDER. He envis1oned renting a yacht in Miami and having 

it set up for sound and photographs. 
)Ir. DAsH. And what would the women be doing at that time1 
)Ir. )fa.GRUDER. I really could only estimate, but--
)fr. DASH. Based on his ·project, from your recollection. What did 

he indicate? 
:Mr. 1L<lGRUDER. Well, they would have been, I think you could 

consider them call girls. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall any project dealing with a mugging proj

ect involving demonstrators? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. I do not specifically recall that. 
:Mr. DASH. Now, what was the total budget that he present~d at 

this meeting? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Approximately $1 million. 
Mr. DASH. How long did l\fr. Liddy's presentation take? 
Mr. lVlAGRUDER. Approximately 30 minutes. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Magruder, what was Mr. Mitchell's reaction, Mr. 

Dean's reaction, and your own reaction when you heard this 
presentation? 

iir. MAGRUDER. I think all three of us were a,ppalled. The scope 
"and size of the project was something that at least in my mind was 
not envisioned. I do not think it was in Mr. )Iitchell's mind or Mr. 
Dean's, although I can't comment on their state of mind at that. time. 

Mr. :Mitchell, in an understated way, which was his method of deal
ing with difficult problems like this, indicated that this was not an 
acceptable project. 

)fr. DASH. And did )Ir. Mitchell give Mr. Liddy any instructions 
at the end of this meeting? 

l\Ir. l\IAGRUDER. He indicated that he would go hack to the drawing 
boards and come up with a more realistic plan. 

Mr. n\sH. So it would be trne that Liddy, at least, left that meet
ing without being discouraged from continurng to plan an intelligence 
operation. 

)fr. )fAGRUDER. ·I would say he was discouraged, but he was given 
the right to come up with a more reasonable plan. 

)fr. DASH. Did you ham any discussion with )fr. Liddy after the 
meeting? 

)fr. MAGRUDER. Yes. he left with .Tolm Dean and I on our ,my bad, 
to the committee and indicated his being disturbed because he had 
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back to either Mr . Haldeman or l\fr. Ehrlichnrnn. I did assum~ this, 
but that was only an assumption from my work at the 1Vhite House 
myself. . 

~. ir. D. ASH. 1Vere you again called befor e the grand jurv priorto th,~ 
rial, the first trial ? • 

l\Ir. MAGRGDER. Yes. · 
Mr. DASH. When was that? . 
:Mr. )faGRUDER. That was in September, the middle of September. 
Mr. D.\SH. Did you know why you were being called before that 

grand jury? 
)Ir. )L\GRUDER. Yes. At that time, they had gotten a copy-they had 

subp~nae1 my diary and my diary co_ntained f!leetings, primari(y the 
meetmgs m January and February , w1th :.\fr. L1dcly that we knew they 
would be very interested in. So consequently, Mr. )litchell, )fr. Dean, 
and I met to try to determine how I would answer~ 

)Ir. DAsH, You mean prior to your appearance before the grand 
jury in September? 

. Mr. )hGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
)Ir. D.AsH. What was the purpose of that meeting? 
Mr. °MAGRUDER. The purpose was to develop the story in · effect of 

what took place at those meetings. )fr. Dean asked if he could be 
removed from those meetings, and I said that would not work, because 
too many people knew he had attended those meetings. 

Then :Mr. :Mitchell and )fr. Dean. and I agreed that we would in· 
dicate-I would indicate-that the first meeting never occurred. that 
we had canceled it and that at the second meeting, we had discussed 
the new election law, which actually had been passed that week. and I 
introduced Mr. Liddy to l\fr. Mitchell and he had not met )fr. )Iitchell. 
It turned out that he had met )Ir. Mitchell. but I was unaware of that. 

So I indicated to the grand jury that it was an informal meeting to 
introduce Mr. Liddy and also to discuss the new election law. 

Mr. DASH. Was any suggestion made that you might erase entries in 
the diary? 

l.j l\Ir. l\f.~GRUDER. Yes; as I recall. one of the indh-_iduals in.dicated 
hat. I thmk we agreed that erasures could be determlli&l by the Fed

eral Bureau of Investigation if anything was erased. 
Mr. DASH. During your appearances before the grand jury or pre

ceding it and when the story that was indicated was being developed, 
what if anything was told to you or discussed with you or by you con· 
cerning the question of executiYe clemency for yourself or for those 
who were going to accept the blame in the story'? 

l\fr. l\L\GRV-OER. Agam I would like to be very careful here. I think 
that-during the time, of course, since I knew I ,.as a target of the 
grand jury, I was somewhat concerned about what would happen to me 
if I was indicted. So I went through the same type of thing that the 
other defendants in the trial did and asked )fr. ::.\Iitchell and )fr . Dt>an 
for the kind of assurances that they did. 

Thev made those assurances to me, but thev-
•l\fr. ·DASH. "\Vb.at assurances specifically? • 
)fr. )hnnuoER. 1Yell. thev made assurances about income and being 

taken care of from the stanclpoint of my famih· and a job aftennir~s, 
and thnt type of thing, and also that there would be good opportunity 
for Executive r.lemency. Rnt ha\·ing- worked at tlw 1Yhite Hou&- and 
being aware of our str ·iteture there. I did not take that as meaning that 
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Mr. MITCHELL. As I said, Mr. Dash, I believe those conversations 
took place much earlier than that. 

Mr. DASH. I know, but you testified before the committee that you 
certainly wanted him to testify in such a way that the lid would not 
come off. You now knew he was going to be testifying. So whatever 
date you can recall at this time he was going to testify before the 
grand jury, would you not have discussed the grand jury testimony 
with him? 

Mr. l\IITCHELL. )fr. Dash, I believe the sequence of events goes back 
to the time when Mr. l\Iagruder and )fr. Porter went to l\Ir. Parkin
son's office and put together their proposed testimony, which at that 
time they felt was going to be submitted to the grand jury in deposi
tion fonn. I think that was the middle of July. It was in that time 
frame and during or shortly thereafter that the recitation of l\fr. Ma
gruder's testimony, of the nature of his testimony, was given. I have no 
recollection of having sat down with l\Ir. l\fagruder the day before, the 
second day before he went to the grand jury and going over it with 
him. 

Mr. DASH. Well, did you learn what he testified to when he went 
to the grand jury? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I assume that he had testified to what he had told 
us he was going to testify to. 

Mr. DASH. Did you just assume i Didn't anybody tell you what he 
testified? Didn't :you in fact learn that he did testify as he did, what 
he had been agreemg to testify to? -

Mr. l\fITcm;:LL. I belie\•e, l\fr. Dash, if my memory serves me right, 
that he was debriefed by one of the lawyers who advised me as to 
what he testified to. 

l\Ir. DASH. So in fa-ct, you did learn? 

n l\Ir. MITCHELL. I did learn. . 
Mr. DASH. Now, he again testified before the grand jury on Septem

ber 13 and at that time, it dealt with his diaries and the meeting that 
he had with you. Now, you saw Mr. ~Iagruder, according ~o your log, 
Mr. l\fagruder and Mr. Dean, at 12 a-clock on that day. Did you have 
any discussions with him about his grand jury testimony on September 
13? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On September 13? 
Mr. DASH. September 13 is when he appeared for his third and final 

time. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I testified, I believe, on Monday to the fact that 

Mr. Dean, Mr. Magruder, and I rather briefly discussed the recollec
tion of the meetings that had taken place in the Justice Department, 

Mr. DAsH. And what did Mr. :Magruder, to your knowledge, tell 
you that his recollection or his testimony was going to be? · 

Mr. MITCHELL. ·well, if I can recall it as best I can, No. 1, that he 
thought that one of the meetings had been canceled; No. 2, that there 
were discussions of the election.laws, which. of course, they both testi
fied there were. I think those were the essential parts of it. 

l\fr. DASH. ·what was your response to that? Did you respond to his 
recollection of what his testimony was going to be? 

L l\f r. M. ITCHELL. I have no reco11. ection of t.hat, :Mr. Dash. 
l\fr. DA~H. 1Vell. did yon disagree with him? 
Mr. l\lITCIIELL. I didn't disagree with it, no. I did not. 
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might not stand up if indicted. I recall Haldeman asking me if I 
thought )Iagruder would stand up if indicted and I said no. I have 
always assumed it was a Presidential decision to keep )lagruder on · 
at the reelection committee. Following the decision, Ehrlichman and 
Haldeman indicated a greatly increased interest in )Iagrucler~s prob
lems. They were aware of the strategy to stop the inrnlvement at 
Liddy, because I reported to them on the story that )Iagruder would 
tell, that is, that he did not know what Liddy was doing. They fre
quently asked me how Magruder was doing in relationship to the 
FBI and grand jury investigation. I also had calls from )Ir. Larry 
Higby as to Magruder's status. 

I do not know when I first learned of :\Iagruder's proposed testi-. 
monv. but I did not know that it had already been formulated wlwn I 
first"heard it. I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of the story. 1Ye 
discussed it and no one was sure it would hold up. This discussion did 
occur before Mitchell resigned. vVe, of course, knew that it was a fab
ricated story. "When I later learned that Mr. Porter would corroborate 
Mr. Magruder's testimony, I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of 
that. I had never heard :Mr. Magruder's story ,in full detail until just 
before his grand jury appearance, in mid-Atigust 1972, when he asked 
me if I would be a devil's advocate and question him before he went 
before the grand jury. Magruder came to my office, as I recall, the day 
before his second grand jury appearance. He told me he had made the 
decision himself as to how he was going to handle his testimony and 
wanted me to ask him any and all questions I cot1Id think of. I spent 
about an hour or more questioning him. Shortly after I had this ses
sion with :Magruder, Hi;!rby called me to tell me that )lagruder had 
been to see him to-let Haldeman know he was ready. 
· Following l!agruder's appearance before the grand jury I receil'ed 
a call from Higby requesting infor.mation for Haldeman as to ·how 
Magruder had done before the grand jury. I subsequently er Heel )fr. 
Petersen, who said he would find out and call me back. Petersen called 
back and said he had made it through by the skin of his teeth. I called 
Haldeman and so informed him, and subsequently informed )Iitchell 
and Magruder. I recall that Haldeman was ,·ery pleased, because this. 

r of course, meant that the investigation would not go be~·ond Liddy. 
In early September Paul O'Br.ien came to my office and informed me 

that there was an outstanding subpena for )Iagrnder's diary. O'Brien 
said that Magruder's diary reflected the. meetings in )Iitchelrs office 
in January and February with Liddy, l\fagn1der, Dean, and )fitchell. 
O'Brien also informed me that there had been discussion of destroving 
or altering the diary, but he did not t.hink much of that. I agreed .that 
to alter it would be impossible because it would be discowred by the 
FBI laboratory. 

I remember talking with :Magruder and as1,-ing him wh.\· lw kept a 
diary-being somewhat facetious. I told :\Iagruder that he should talk 
with :Mr. )Iitchell about this, because he was probably going to luwe 
to turn the diarv over. 

Long before the matter of l\[agruder's diary had arisen. I had talkt'd 
with Mitchell about the meetings in ,famrn.r_v and Febrnary in his 
office. I told him that should ,it ever be necess:lrY. I would testifr that 
I knew that he had not approved anything at these meeting,::. It was 
after the matter of )fagruder's di:1r_v being suhpen:ted and )fagrnd.,r 
again being recalled to the grand jury that )fitchell requested that I 
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meet with him and :Magruder to discuss how }lagruder should handle 
this matter before the grand jury. During the meeting at which this 
was discussed, I told 11itchell and }[agruder that I had no idea what 
they had discussed before I arri.-ed late at the second meeting in 
February. I said I recalled therewas some reference to the election 
laws at the first meeting and :.Magruder could explain my presence with 
Liddy at the meetings by reason of the fact of the election la '-S dis
cussion. l\Iagruder liked this idea and said that was how he would 
handle it. I later learned that :Magruder testified that one of the meet
iwrs had been canceled, and the meeting that occurred was to introduce 

L Liddy to Mitchell and had dealt with election law problems. I assume 
that these refinements to the story were added by }Iagruder because 
they were not discussed at my meeting with :\Iitchell and )fagruder. 

Senator BAKER. Mr. Dean, that would seem to be a conwnient break
in.2' place. I notice that on the next page, 91, you ha.-e appearances of 
Wnite House personnel before the grand jury, so if you haYe no ob
jection to it, the meeting wm stand in recess until 2 o'clock. 

[Whereupon, at 12 :30 p.m., the hearing was recessed, to recon,ene 
at 2 p.m., this same day.] 

AFTER.."oox SEssrox, )Ioxn:..Y, J-m.""E 25, 1973 

Senator Em"Ix. The committee will come to order. 
l\fr. Dean, I realize that when you ha\·e to do so much _ reading that 

sometimes it gets pretty hard on your Yoice and any time that you 
feel like you need a little break to sort of relieve vour mice, let us 
know and we will certainl v grant it to you. • . 

l\fr. DEAN. I appreciate 'that very much, l\Ir. Chairman. 
If the Chairman is ready I will proceed. 
·when we stopped for lunch I was just commencing on page 91. 

APPEARANCES OF WHITE Ho17SE PERsoxxEL BEFORE THE Gru.xo 
JURY 

l\Ir. DEAX. I shall now turn from the matter of :\fagruder's ap
pearances before the grand jury, to the appearance of the .members of 
the 'White House staff before the grand jury. 

The handling of the appearances of the ,,11ite House staff before 
the grand jury was nry similar to the procedure that had been fol
lowed with regard to their interviews by the FBI. By that I m~an 
either :Mr. Fielding or myself would discuss with the individual before 
he went to the grand jur_v the likely questions he would be asked. the 
unrelated areas that we didn't feel it was necessary for the indi·ddual 
to get into. 

,vhen Colson learned that he was going to be called before the grand 
jury. he was outraged. He frlt that the press had been i·ather hostile 
toward him because of his association with }[r. Hunt and his appear
:rnce in the courthouse bdore the grand jury would bl' most detri
mPntal. He was n'rv insistl'nt that something be done about the situa
tion and asked me to SPe if I co11ld do anything to help him. I called 
I-1P11n PPtc>rsen and discnssPd this ,Yith him and asked him if there 
was anything that en111d be done. Petersen told IIW he ,rnuld explor(' 
it. PPtc•rsPn ealh·d haek a11d said hr apprl'ciated tlw· problem of the 
'\Yhite Ho11se staff people coming down to th<' courthouse to appear 
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25.4 JOHN MITCHELL LOG, SEPTEMBER 13, 1972 

Mr. M a rri ve d at office 

Hr. M ret. Dick Moore's call a nd t. 

Hr. M SAW ~fessrs Stans, Parkinson, 0 'Brian / 
LaRue, McPhee, and Mardian · 

;-,r. M called Dwayne Amh:e;:,s and t. 

i'fr, M· SAW Jeb Magruder and John Dean 

Hr. M SAW }!essrs Stans, Parkinson, O'Brian 
LaRue, McPhee, Mardian, Cliff Miller, 
Powell Hoore and Dick Moore 

;fr. M called Dwight Chapin and t. 

Dwayne .Andreas called Mr.Mandt. 

Mr. M called Bill Lidtke and t. 

Nr. M ·left for Camp David 

Nr. M ret. to h'atergate 
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25. e UNITED STATES v .. MAGRUDER INFORM!1TION., AUGUST 1e., 1973 r I t ED 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

,'\ 11 f.! , ,.,. 10-
:-\U ~ l tl ~/;j 

JAM.ES F, PAVEY~ Cler!< 

~ITED STATES OF AMERICA~ 

v. ) 

G.EB STUART MAGRUDER ~ 

Criminal No. 71 S- 73 

Violation of 18 u.s.c. ~ 371 
(Conspiracy to unlawfully inter
cept wire and oral communications, 
to obstruct justice, and to de
fraud the United States of A.~erica) 

INFORMATION 

The United States of America, by its Attorney, the 

Special Prosecutor, Watergate Special Prosecution Force, 

charges: 

1. At all times material herein, the Democratic 

National Com.~ittee, an unincorporated association, was the 

organization responsible for conducting the affairs of the 

Dem~cratic Party of the United States. Its offices were 

at the Watergate Office Building, 2600 Virginia Avenue, 

N. W. in the District of Columbia. 

2. At all times material herein, the Committee for 

the Re-Election of the President was conducting campaign 

activities on behalf of the re-election of Richard M. Nixon 

as President of the United States, with office and head

quarters at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. in the District 

of Columbia. 

3. At all times material herein, the United States 

Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation were parts of the Department 

of Justice, an agency of the United States. 

4. ·on June 5, 1972, a Grand Jury of the United 

States District Court for the District of Columbia was duly 
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9. On or about August 10, 1972, Herbert Lloyd 

Porter testified falsely before a Federal Grand Jury 

sitting in the District of Columbia. 

10. Around or before August 16, 1972, in the 

District of Colu."!lbia, JEB STUART M.~GRUDER attended meet

ings on the fourth floor of 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

where the false, misleading and deceptive statement pre

viously made by JEB STUART MAGRUDER to the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation, was further refined and developed in 

preparation for his appearance before the Grand Jury. 

11. On or about August 16, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART M.~GRUDER testified falsely before 

the Grand Jury. 

12. On or about September 12, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER attended a meeting on 

the fourth floor of 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. to 

compose and develop Magruder's proposed testimony in prepara

tion for another appearance before the Grand Jury. 

13. On or about SepteIT~er 13, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER testified falsely before 

t.'1.e Grand Jury. 

14. On or about January 23, 1973, in the District 

Court for the District of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER 

gave false, deceptive and misleading material testimony 

during the trial of Criminal Case No. 1827-72, entitled 

United States v,C Gordon Liddy, et al. 

15. On or about January 23, 1973, in the District 

Court for the District of Columbia, Herbert Lloyd Porter 

gave ;alse, deceptive and misleading material testimony 
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25. 7 JEE MAGRUDER GUILTY PLEA::; AUGUST 16::; 1973::; UNITED STATES 
V. MAGRUDER TRANSCRIPT, 14 

!Ji:F1::rnA:<T ''.AL-.UT,t:!l: I am, Your ifor:.or. 

TI::~ COUi~1 : T:1::: Clerk 1·:ill take the plea. 

iJEPLtTY CLEL_,~. Jcb Stuart ~iagruclcr, in Crit.1inal 

I 
i 
I 

I 
I r 

715-73 you are charged in 

to unla,·,c £ul ly intcrcc.:pt 

an I iff ORi L~ T ION l1i th . . . . . 'J 
wire and oral commun1cat1on, 

,. 
!' 

~ to o~str~ct justice and to defraud the United States of .. 
:; 
:, 
i: ' 1 ··e~; c" Ho\·, do you 1-d sh to plead? L. ... DEFENDANT l•U\GRUDER: I plead guilty. 

i! I !l THE DEPUTY CLEltK: Plead guilty • . , 
;; 
ii THE COURT: I will hear frori. counsel for the 
!I 
Ii d Gcvcrn~cnt first on the question of bail pending Sentence in 

ii 
11 thi..S.;;.C!sc 7 as to what your recommendation is if you care to 

I make one. 

jl i•iR. NEAL: First, with respect to bail. ~-!ay it please the 
,! 
Ii !I Cc ... :;.-:, we have interrogated Hr .. •:.,.gru,for at various times 

!1 l through the last couple of months under my personal 

I supervision. He has been readily in attendance at a moment's 

!! II notice. He has cooperated fully with the Office of ar. Cox. 

II (
1 

1 Knowing that the purpose of bail is simply to insure his 
ji I presence and knowing that his counsel, both reputable men 

I 
~ cf the Bar cf the District of Colunbia, have said that they 

H , .. ~,:.:l<l in.st:rc 1:i$ ;,rcscr:.cc :?.t a ~·J~~':1t 1 ·:=: r:C't!1:.-: .. :1::.c.! ki~O~·.·ir:.::: 
;i 
11 
j! t!tat t!,is is the past h1.'oto~.-y. 

il 
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26. On September 14, 1972 John Mitchell testified before the 

Watergate Grand Jury that he had no prior knowledge of illegal CRP 

political intelligence operations or of Gordon Liddy's political 

intelligence gathering activities. 

Page 

26.1 United States v. Mitchell indictment, March 1, 
1974, 1, 18-19 ..••.•.••.••.••.••..•.•••••.••..••.•. 354 
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26.1 UNITED STATES v. MITCHELL I NDICTMENT, MARCH 1, 1974, 1, 18-19 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR TllC DISTRICT OF COLU2·1IHA 

I UNITE-D~S-T_A_T_E_·s~o-F~A-r-,IERICA 

Criminal No. 
v. 

: 1 :; .. . ~_:.._} 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Violation of 18.U.S.C. 
JO!IN N. MITCHELL, HARRY R. 
HJI.LDE'.·IAN, JOHN D. EHRLICf:1.'..l\N, 
CHARLES W. COLSON, ROBERT C. 
MARDIAN, KENNETH W. PARKINSON, 
and GORDON STRACHAN, 

I Defendants. ) 

L=::-.. -----~ 
INDICTHENT · 

The Grand Jury charges: 

Introduction 

§§ 371, 1001, 1503, 1621, 
and 1623 {conspiracy, 
false statements to a 
government agency, ob
struction of justice, 
perjury and false 
declarations.) 

.... . 
t'J[ 

i Ji~! 

1. On or about June 17, 1972, Bernard L. Barker, 

Virgilio _R. Gonzalez, Eugenio R. Martinez, James W. HcCo:::-d, 

Jr. and Frank L. Sturgis were arrested in the offices of 

the Democratic National Cor:uni ttee, located in the Water

gate office building, Washington, D. C., while attempting 

to photograph documents and repair a surreptitious elec

tronic listening device which had previously bee~ placed 

in those offices unlawfully. 

2. At all times material herein, the United 

States Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia ar.d 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation were parts of the De-

partrnent of Justice, a departm e nt and agency of the United 

States, and the Central Intelligence Agency was an agency 

of the United Statas. 

3. Dcginning on or about June 17, 1972, and co~-

tinuing up to and inclt1d:in•J the d,itc or the filing of t!1i;; 
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r:ct 
having 

COll!·!T h)Ui, 

The Grc:ind ,Jur::• further ch~:r(Je,_:: 

1. Ono:::- about SC'I>tc;~J)2r 14, i972, in Ui'.:l Di,~--

of Col u.r1bia 1 ,Jom~ N. HI 'i'CIJ:i.:LT,, the D?.FE;mA:~T 1 

fr" 
duly ta}~cn an oath th".t he \.'ould te,ctif~, t?~uL,-

fully, and while test:i.fyir:.g in a proceeding before tlie 

June, 1972 Grand Jury, a Grand Jury of the United St~ts~, 

duly empanelled c:.nd sworn ir. the Cnitcd State,; Dist:cic;,; 

Court for the District of Coluahia, did knowingly mal:c 

false material cleclaraticns as hcri.:,inafter set forth. 

2. At the time and place alleged, the June, 1972 

Grand Jury of the United States District Court fo= the 

District of Columbia \·,as conducting c:n investigation in 

conjunctton wiih the United States Attorney's Office for 

the District of Columbia and the Fcclcral Bu:::-eau of In

vestigation to determine whether violations of Title 

is, Onited States Code, Sections 371, 2511, and 22 D.C. 

Code lBOl(b~ and of other statutes of the United State~ 

and of the District of Colm,1bia had been committed in 

the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and to identify 

the individual or indi vidu,~h; who h.:td cor:ud. tted, causcc'. 

the commission of, and conspired to cor;unit such violations. 

3. It was material to the said investigation that 

the said Grand Jury ascertnin the identity and motives of 

the individual or individuals ~ho were responsible for, 

participated in, and had knowledge of unlm-;ful entries 

into, and electronic survei llancc of, the offices of the 
I 

Dci!'.ocratic Nationc:11 Committee located in the i·Jatergate 

oi::'.:icc l,uildir;~; 

vities. 

. . . . . 
2.1·~ ~·,asn.1.1:~:·...:.~~ir~, u. 

(355) 
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4. At the time and place alleged, JOHN N. MI'fCHELL, 

the DEFENDANT, appearing as a witness under oath at a 

proceeding before the said Grand Jury, did knowingly declare 

with respect to the material matters alleged in paragraph 3 

as follows: 

Q. Was there any program, to your knowledge, 
at the Corrunittee, or any effort made ~o organize 
a covert or clandestine operation, basically, 
you know, illegal in nature, to get information 
or to gather intelligence about the activities 
of any of the Democratic candidates for public 
office or any activities of the Democratic Party? 

A. Certainly not, because, if there had been, 
I would have shut it off as being entirely non
productive at that particular time of the campaign. 

* * * 

Q. Did you have any knowledge, direct or 
indirect, of Mr. Liddy's activities with respect 
to any intelligence gathering effort with respect 
to the activities of the Democratic candidates 
or its Party? 

A. None whatsoever, because I didn't know 
there was anything going on of that nature, if 
there was. So I wouldn't anticipate havin~ 
heard anything about his activities in connec
tion with it. 

5. The underscored portions of the declarations 

quoted in paragraph 4, made by JOHN N. MITCHELL, the DEFENDANT, I were material to the said investigation and, as he then and 

re well knew, were false. 

(Title 18, United States Code, Section 1623.) 
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27. On September 15, 1972 Gordon Liddy, Howard Hunt and the 

five persons arrested in the DNC Watergate offices were indicted for 

several offenses including burglary, unlawful entry for the purpose 

of intercepting oral and wire cotmnunications, and conspiracy. 

Page 

27.1 United States v. Liddy indictment, September 15, 
1972, 1-10 ......................................... 358 
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27.1 UNI TED STATES v. LI DDY I NDI CTMENT, SEPTEMBER 15, i!J12 , 1-1 0 

UNI'l'Ell S TATES DISTRI CT COURT 

FOR 'J'IIS DISTRICT OF COLUMilIA 

Ho 1.d i ng a Crim i na 1 Te nn 

JN,1ES F. D/WEY, Cl::,r..: 

Grand J ur y Swo1:n in on June 5, 1972 

The Uni te d States of America 

v. 

George Gordon Liddy, 
also known as: Gordd n Liddy and 

Georg e F. Leonard 
Everette Howard Hunt, Jr . , 

also kno wn as: Howard Hunt, 
Edward L. Warren and 
Edward J. Hamilton 

James W. McCord , Jr. , 
also known as: Edward J. Warren and 

Edward J, Martin 
Bernard L. Barker, 

also known as: Frank or Fran Carter 
Eugenio R. Martinez, 

also known as: Gene or Jene Valdes 
Frank' A. Sturgis, 

also known as:Frank Angelo Fiorini, 
Edward J; Hamilton, and 
Joseph Di.Alberto or 
D '.Alberto 

Virgilio R. Gonzalez, 
also known as: Raul or Raoul Godoy 

or Goboy 

The Grand Jury· charges: 

FIRST COUNT: 

Cr i minal No. ., c ,·y·1 '72 
.J ; ) . • - ""' 

Gr and Jury Ori g inal 

Violation: 18 U.S. Code 
371, 2 511 
22 D.C. Code 
180l(b), 
23 D.C. Code 
543 (a) 

(Conspiracy; Interceptio: 
of Ora 1 and ~lire . Communi
cations; Second Degree 
Burglary; Unlawful 
Possession Intercepting 
Devices) 

1. At all times material hereto the Democratic National 

Committee, an unincorporated association, was the orga _nization 

responsible for conducting the affairs .of the Democratic Party 

of the United States. 

2. At al .I times material hereto the Democratic National 

Committee had its offices and headquarters at 2600 Virginia 

Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 

3. At all times material hereto George Gordon Liddy, 

also known as Cordon Lidd y and Geor ~e F. Leon a rd and herein

after r e fe rred to os de f endant Lidd y , was emp l ay ~d as cnun s el 

for the F i nance Cnn:mi. t tee to l(c-El cc t the Pres iJent locat ed at 

1.701 Pcnn sy lvaui .1 ;\ v e nu e , N. l-1., \{;,1shLngtnn, D.C . 

S I(± ,c fr C . 9 ., 
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4. At all times material hereto, Everette Howard Hunt, 

Jr., also known as llm ·ian l llunt, Ec!wnrd L. Warren, and Edi,1ard 

J. Hamilton, and hereinaft e r referred to as the defendant 

Hunt, was a friend and associate of defendant Liddy and 

Bernard L. Barker. 

5. At all times material hereto, Jame s H. McCord, Jr., 

also known as Edward J. Warren and Edward J. Martin, and 

hereinafter referred to as defendant McCord, was the 

President of McCord Associates, Inc. The defendant McCord 

at all times material hereto also served as security coordi

nato ·r for the Committee for the Re-Election of the President 

located at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 

6. At all · times material hereto, Bernard L. Barker, 

also known as Frank and Fran Carter, and hereina .tter referred ..... 
to as defendant Bafker, was President of Barker Associates, 

Inc., a real estate corporation with offices at 2301 

Northwest Seventh Street, Miami, Florida. 

7. At all times . material hereto, Eugenio k. Martinez, 

also known as Gene or Jene Valdes and hereinafter referred 

to as defendant Martinez, was employed by Barker Associates, 

Inc. 

8. At all times material hereto, Frank A. Sturgis, 

also known as Frank Angelo Fiorini, Edward J. Hamilton, and 

Joseph D'Alberto and .DiAlberto and hereinafter referred to 

as defendant Sturgis, was an associate of defendant Barker. 

9. At all times material hereto, Virgilio R. Gonzalez, 

alDQ known as Raul and Raoul Godoy or Goboy and hereinafter 

referred to as defendant Gonzalez, was an associate of de-

fendant Barker emploved as a locksmith in Miami, Florida. 
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10. from 011 or about : May 1, 1972, and continuing there

after through June 17, 1972, the exa~L: datc,s hc,ing unknown, 

within the District of Columbia and elsewhere, the defendants 

Liddy, Hunt, McCord, Barker, Martinez, Stui.-gis, and Gonzalez, 
. . 

hereinafter collectively referred to as the DEFENDANTS, un

lawfully, willfully, and knowingly did agree, combine, and 

conspire with each other and among themselves to commit 

offenses aiainst the United States, that· is, by various 

.illegal and unlawful methods and means, to obtain and use 

illegally · information fro.m the offices and headquarters of 

the Democratic National Committee and related political 

'entities. The illega 1 and unlawful methods and means which 

are k,nown to the Grand Jury that were used or attempted to 

be used by the defendants to obtain and use information 

ille_gally from the offices and headquarters of the Democratic 

National Committee were as follows: 

To enter unlawfully the offices and headquarters of 

the Democratic National Committee: 

(1) To intercept wire communications of officers 

and employees of the Democratic National Committee by placing 

in the offices and headquarters of the Democratic National 

Committee an electronic device or devices designed for the 

_surreptitious interception and transmission of telephone con

versations to a receiver located in a room at the Howard 

Johnson's Motor Lodge at 2601 Virginia Avenue, N.W., 

Washington, D.C. The terms "intercept", "wire communication" 

and "electronic device"- are used by the Grand Jury as they 

are defined in Title 18 U.S. Code§ 2510; 

(360) 
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(2) To intercept oral communications within 

offices and headquarters of the Democratic National Co;-:;mLttee 

by placing within these premises an electronic device de

signed for the surreptitious interception and transmission of 

conversations of persons within these premises to a receiver 

located in a room at the Howard Johnson's Motor Lodge at 

2601 Virginia Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. The terms 

"intercept", "oral communication" md ."electronic device" 

are used by the Grand Jury as they are defined in Title 18, 

United States Code§ 2510; 

(3) To obtain documents, papers, .and records of 

the De~ocratic National Committee by stealing them from the 

offices and headquarters of the Democratic National Committee; 

(4) To obtain copies of documents, papers, and 

records of the Democratic National Committee by removing 

them from their location within the offices and headquarters 

of the Democratic National Committee, taking photographs of 

them and then returning them to the location from which they 

were illegally removed; 

In furtherance of the aforesaid conspiracy and to effect 

the objects thereof, the DEFENDANTS did commit, among others, 

the following overt acts in the District of Columbia and else

where: 

1. The DEFENDANTS did and caused to be done the acts 

set forth in the succeeding counts of this indictment on the 

dates, at the places, and in the manner set forth therein, 

all of which are incorporated hy reference as though fully 

set forth and made a part hereof. 
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2. On or about May 5, 1972, and continuing through 

about May 28, 1972, Room 419 at the Howard .Johnson's Motor 

Lodge, located at 2601 Vii-ginia Avenue, N.W., 1-!Ashington, 

D.C. was rented or leased by the defendant McCord in the 

name of Mccoid Assoclates. 

3 .. On or about May 8, 1972, the defendant Liddy made 

a telephone call from the District of Columbia to the de

fendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. 

4. On or about May 10, 1972, in Rockville, Maryland, 

the defendant McCord purchased a Receiving System for 

McCord Associates, Inc., for which he paid $3,500 in cash, 

a device capable of receiving intercepted wire and oral 

communications. 

5. On or about May: 17, 1972, the defendant Barker made 

two telephone calls from Barker Associates, Inc. to ~he de

fendant Liddy at the Finance Committee to Re-Elect th· President 

and two calls to the defendant Hunt within the District of 

Columbia. 

6. On or about May 19, 1972, the defendant Hunt made 

one telephone call from the District of Columbia to the 

defendant Barker at Barker Associates~ Inc. and one telephone 

call from the District of Columbia to the defendant Barker 

at his residence. 

7. On or about May 22, 1972, tha defendant Barker -

using the alias of Fran Carter, the defendant Martinez -- using 

the alias of G. Valdes, the defendart Sturgis using the 

alias of Joseph DiA lherti, and the. defendant Gonzalez --

using the alias of Raul Cobov, trave I.cd from ~ri.:imi., FI,~rida, 

to \fashinglo11, I). C. 

8. On May 26, 1972,. the d"[endanl Lidch· usin['. the 

us in[', the 

(362) 
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alias of Fi-ank Carter, the defendant Martinez -- using the 

alias of Gene Valdes, the defendant Sturgis -- using the 

alias Joseph D'Alhcrti, and the defendant Gonzalez -- using 

the alias Raul Godoy,. registered :at the Watergate Hotel at 

2650 Virginia Avenue, N,W., Washington, D.C. 

9. ·on or about: May 26, 1972, within the District of 

Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt and McCord met. 

10. On or about May 27, 1972, within the District of 

Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt, and McCord inspected, 

surveyed, and reconnoitered the headquarters-of Senator 

. George McGovern at 410 First Street, S.E. 

11. On or about May 29, 1972, and continuing through 

June !7, 1972, Room 723 at the Howard Johnson's Motor Lodge, 

located at 2601 Virginia Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. was 

rented and leased by the qefendant McCord in the name of 

McCord Associates, 

12. On or about June 5, 1972, the defendant Hunt made 

a telephone call from within ·the District of Columbia to 

the defendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. 

13. On or about June 11-15, 1972, within the District 

of Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt and McCord met and 

the defendant Liddy gave the defendant McCord about $1,600 

in cash. 

14. On or about ·June 12, 1972, in Miami, Florida, the 

defendants Martinez and Sturgis purchased surgical gloves. 

15. On or about June 13, 1972, and June 15, 1972, in 

~iarni, "Florida, the defendant Martinez purchased film and 

other photographic equipment. 
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16. On or about June 15, 1972, the defl'.ndant Hunt made·. 

three telephone calls from the Dist~ict of Columbia to the 

defendant Harker at Harker Associates, Inc. 

17 .. On or about June 16, 1972, · the defendant Hunt made 

· a telephone call from within the Distric·t of Columbia to the 

defendant Barker at his residence. 

18. On or about June 16, 1972, the defendant Barker 

made a telephone call to the defendant Hunt within the 

District of Columbia and to the defendant Liddy at the 

Finance Committee to Re-Elect the President. 

19. On or about June 16, 1972, the defendant Barker 

using the alias F. Carter, the defendant Martinez -- using 

the alias G. Valdez, the defendant Sturgis -- using the alias 

J. DiAlberto, and the defendant Gonzalez -- using the alias 

R. Godoy, traveled from. Miami, Florida, to the District of 

Columbia. 

20 .. On or about June 17, 1972, within the District 

of Columbia the defendant McCord stole documents and papers 

belonging to the Democratic National Committee. 

(In violation of 18 U.S.Code § 371) 

SECOND COUNT: 

On or about June .17, 1972, within the District of Columbia, 

the DEFENDANTS Liddy, Hunt, McCord, Barker, Martinez, Sturgis, 

· and Gonzalez entered the rooms, that is, the offices and hea~

quarters, of the Democratic National Committee, with the intent 

to steal property of another. 

(In violation of 22 D.C. Code§ l80l(b)) 
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TIITRD CO!li'!T : 

On t)J~ about Jlliw 17, l 1li'2, 1,•iLld.11 the Dist,·icL nf Colu::1bia, 

the DEFEND,\NTS Liddy, llunt, McCord, l\,ll·ker, MarUnez, Stuq .. •,is, 

and Gonzalez entered the rooms, _rhat is, the offices and head

quarters o[ the Democratic N.:itional CLrnm1itt,:,c, with the intent 

to intercept willfully, knowinf!,ly, and unla,,;[uliy oral communi

cations made within th_ese rooms and wire communications received 

and sent from telephones located in these rooms. The terms 

"oral communication" and "wire communication" are used by 

the Grand Jury as they are defined in Title 18 U.S. Code§ 2510. 

(In violation of 22 D.C. Code§ 180l(b)) 

FOURTH COUNT: 

On or about June 17, 1972, within the District of 

Columbia, the DEFENDAN1S Liddy, Hunt, McCord, Barker, Ma~tinez, 

Sturgis, and Gonzalez willfully, knowingly, and unlawfully 

did endeavor to intercept oral communications made within 

the offices an~ headquarters of the Democratic National 

Committee. 

(In violation of 18 U.S.Code § 2511) 

FIFTH COUNT: 

On or about June 17, 1972, within the District of 

Columbia, the DEFENDANTS Liddy, Hunt, McCord, Barker, Hartirez, 

Sturgis, and Gonzalez wilifully, knowingly, and u:1 lawfolly did 

endeavor to intercept wire communications received by a!1d sent 

from telephones located in the offices and he;:idquarters cf the 

Democratic National Committee. 

(In violation of 18 ll. S. Code.• ?. r,1 I) 

{365) 



27.1 UNITED STATES v. LIDDY INDICTMENT, SEPTEMBER 15., 1972, 1-10 

-9-. 

SIXTH COUNT: 

On or about June 17, 1972, within the District of 

Columbia, the defendants, 1-lcCord,·P,arker, :·lartinez, Sturgis, 

and Gonzalez did willfu _lly poss~~s an intercepting device, to 

wit, a whjte plastic box, 8-1/4 inches by 2-3/8 inches, by 

2-3/4 inches, with two labels on the front which read '~RI 

Smoke Detector" and "Fire Eqpt. DO NOT MOVE", but which con

tained inside six batteries wired in series and a miniature 

radio transmitter with a microphone, the design of which said 

device rendered it primarily useful for the purpose of the 

surreptitious interception of an oral communication. 

(In violation of 23 D.C. Code§ 23-543(a)) 

SEVENTH COUNT: 

On or about June 17, 1972, .within the District of 

Columbia, the defendants McCord, Barker, Martinez, Sturgis, 

and Gonzalez did willfully possess an intercepting device, 

to wit, a miniature radio transmitter approximately 1-1/2 

inches long, 1 inch wide, and 1/2 inch high, with two wires 

protruding from one end of the transmitter and which served 

to connect the transmitter in series with one wire of a 

telephone line and one wire protruding from the opposite 

end which served as a radiating antenna, the design of which 

said device rendered iv primarily useful for the purpose of 

the surreptitious interception of a wire communication. 

(In violation of 23 D.C. Code§ 543(a)) • 
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EIGIITl! COUNT: 

From on or about May 25, 1972, and continuing up to 

on or about June 16, 1972, within the District of Columbia, 

the defendants Liddy, Hunt, and McCord willfully, kn·owingly, 

and unlawfully did intercept, endeavor to intercept and pro

cure and cause the interception of wire communications 

received by and sent from telephones located in the offices 

and headquarters of the Democratic National Committee and 

used primarily during this period by Robert Spencer Oliver 

and Ida N. Wells. 

(In violation of 18 U.S. Code§ 2511) 

A TRUE BILL: 

./ t _2-- ·1( // __-;r· 
_..-<:.~/.. // 4· ,_ . . 1.:.. v.r-Co / ·, / ,;_,;t::;; . · ) 

United States Attorne · 
for the District of 'olumbia 

///' r· . 4,.a )// /?uJcer_; l{..( '-,( fl /. ,,,-c -~1 . 
Foreman of the Grani'Juiy. 
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28. On September 15, 1972 John Dean met with the President and 

H. R. Haldeman. They discussed the Watergate investigations and the 

indictment returned earlier that day. The President discussed with 

Haldeman and Dean the way Dean had handled the matter. The President 

said: 

Well, the whole thing is a can of worms. As you know, 
a lot of this stuff went on. And, uh, and, uh, and the 
people who worked [unintelligible] awfully embarrassing. 
And, uh, and, the, uh, but the, but the way you, you've 
handled it, it seems to me, has been very skillful, 
because you - putting your fingers in the dikes every 
time that leaks have sprung here and sprung there. 
[Unintelligible] having people straighten the [unintel
ligible]. The Grand Jury is dismissed now? 

28.1 House Judiciary Committee transcript of tape 
recording of meeting among the President, 
H. R. Haldeman and John Dean on September 15, 

Page 
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PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEM...<\.~ : 

PRESIDENT: 

28.1 TRANSCRIPI' OF SEPI'EMBER 15, 1972 MEETING~ 1~ 17 

TRAl~SCRIPT PREPARE:D BY THE IMPEACIDlE:-.7 INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JuuICIARY CO:~ITTTEE OF A RE
CORDING OF A MEET:!:~:G A:-!ONG THE PRESIDENT, H. R. 
HALDEMAi'i A.'{D JO~; DEk'l' ON SEPl'E~ER 15, 1972 

[Unintelligible] 

John, he is one cf the quiet guys that gets a lot done. 

That was a good move, too, bringing Dean in. But it's --

It -- He'll never, he'll never gain any ground for u3. 

He's just not that kind of guy. But, he's the kind that 

enables other pec?le to gain ground while h~'s making 

sure that you don't fall through the holes. 

Oh. You mean --

Between times, he's doing, he's moving ruthlessly on 

the investigation of :kGovern people, Kennedy stuff, 

and all that too. I just don't know how much progress 

he's makin.g, 'ca,.ls e I --

The problem is th.:1.t 's ;.c:nc of hard to find. 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEA.~: 

28. 1 TRANSCRI PT OF SEPTEMBER 15., 1972 MEETI NG., 1., 17 

Well, I'll tell you, uh, just don't let this keep 

you or your colleagues from concentrating on the 

big game. Yeah, that's right. I mean this, uh, 

this thing is just, uh, you know, one of those side 

issues and a month later everybody looks back and 

wonders what the hell the shouting was about. 

Yeah. Yeah. 

Okay, well, anyway get a good night's sleep. And don't 

don't bug anybody without asking me. Okay? 

Yeah. 

Three months ago I would have had trouble predicting wheye 

we'd be today. I think that I can say that fifty-four days 

from now that, uh, not a thing will come crashing down to 

our, our surprise. 

Say what? 

Nothing is going to come crashing clown to our surprise, either --

Well, the whole thing is a can of worms. As you know, a lot 

of this stuff went on. And, uh, and, uh, and the people who 

worked [unintelligible] awfully embarrassing. And, uh, and, 

the, uh, but the, bu t the way you, you_'ve handled it, it seems 

to me, has been very skillful, because you -- putting your 

fingers in the dikes every time that leaks have sprung here and 

sprung there. [Unintelli gible] having people straighten the 

[unintelligible]. The Grand Jury is dismissed now? 

That is co!Tect. They'll, they Fill have cornrleted nnc:! 
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29. On September 17 or 18, 1972 Kalni>ach was directed by Dean or 

LaRue to deliver $53,500 to Mrs. Howard Htmt for the benefit of the Water

gate defendants and to deliver the remainder of the funds he had received 

to LaRue. On September 19, 1972, after having been directed by Kalmbach 

to make these deliveries, Ulasewicz delivered $53,500 to Mrs. Htmt by 

placing the cash in an unmarked envelope in a locker at the Washington 

National Airport, and delivered $29,900 to LaRue by placing the cash 

in an unmarked envelope on a shelf in the lobby of a Howard Johnson's 

Hotel near LaRue's residence. On September 21, 1972 Kalmbach, LaRue, 

and Dean met in Dean's office to reconcile Kalmbach's and LaRue's 

records of Kalmbach's disbursements of the funds he had obtained from 

Stans, LaRue and Jones. These records showed that as of September 21, 

1972 Kalmbach had disbursed $187,500 for the benefit of the seven 

defendants and $29,900 to LaRue. Kalmbach sa~d that he did not wish 

to continue his role concerning the payments to the defendants. At the 

end of the meeting, Kalmbach burned his records in an ashtray on Dean's 

desk. 
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would scotch tape the key to the locker where I made my drop. [SO]• 
Then I would leave that area and either go by the newsstand oppo

site or-this would be where the phone booth would be. This is a lounge, 
where she would be coming through in this direction. [81]* This is a. 
window for airplane observation by the public, et cetera, and I would 
probably be in this area, walk there, would be a little further behind, 
where I could watch the booth. Her directions were the same thing, 
don't hesitate, go right •into the booth, remove the key, go to the locker. 
The locker would be 25 feet, I guess, or so across the corridor • 

.Mr. LENZNER. Now, before she arrived on the first occasion, did you 
also have a description of her, the clothes she was going to wear? 

Mr. U LASEWICZ. Yes; she mentioned that <lay she would be wearing a. 
blue outfit and I think she said her hair in a. clip back off the 
shoulders. 

Mr. LENZNER. Now, I believe on May 19 of this year, when we went 
out to that phone booth with you, there was some scotch tape under
neath that telephone box i 

~Ir. ULAsEWicz. That is correct. 
)Ir. LENZNER. Now, did you observe her on the first occasion come 

by, pick up the key, and go over to the box, which I think is N-301, 
and remove funds that you had left there~ , 

Mr. ULAsEWicz. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZ:NER. Did you see her do that on other occasions i 
Mr. U LASEWicz. On two other occasions. 
Mr. LENZNER. Now, the first occasion, how much money did you 

leave in that box? 
Mr. ULAsiwrcz. $40,000. 
Mr. LENZNER. The second occasion 1 
Mr. ULAsEwrcz. I ,villjust refer to the notes. 
Mr. LENzNER. Sure. 
Mr. UusEw1cz. I mentioned there was one occasion that Mr. Hunt 

came. I mentioned actually there were four drops to the Hunts. 

[ 

Mr. LENZNER. Four drops to the Hunts--three to Mrs. Hunt and on& 
to Mr.Hunt? 

Mr. ULASEWICZ. That is correct. There were $43,000 the second time, 
$18,000 the third, and $53,500 on the last occasion, which was Septem-
ber 19. . 

Mr. LENZNER. All right, sir. Now, I take it you had the telephone 
booth under observation from the lounge after you left the key until 
at some point when Mrs. Hunt picked up the key l 

Mr. U LAsEw1cz. Correct. · 
Mr. LENZNER. What if someone had come in and found that, Mr. 

Ulasewicz, while you were watching? · · · 
Mr. Ur..\sEwrcz. ·well, he would be very quickly relieved of that key. 

I think that is the best I can answer. Why put myself in that position 1 
:irr. LENZNER. I take it that was the purpose of keeping the booth 

under observation 1 
Mr. ULASEw1cz. Correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did there come a time when you were instructed by 

:\fr. Kalmbach to deliver funds to Mr. Liddy1 
Mr. U LAs1-;w1cz. Correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Do you remember approximately when that was? 

•Flg1ire8 In brackets Indicate exhibit numbers being referred to. Exhibits ap!H"ar on 
pp, 222S-2230. 
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:\fr. ULASEw1cz. That was in .July of 1972. 
:\Ir. LENZNER. Did you contact Mr. Liddy and give him instructions 

as to how that money would be delivered? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. I did. 
Mr. LENZNER. How much was that, by the way? 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. $8,000. 
Mr. LENZNER. All right, sir, Now, will you explain what you told 

slr. Liddy? . . . . 
Mr. ULAsEw1cz. I contacted Mr. Liddy. I had taken the phone num

ber from Mrs. Hunt. She had made those arrangements~ saying they 
needed money, and Kalmbach came back to me, delivered the money, 
$78,000. In that conversation, he started, and it ,,-as the only one I had 
with him, he started on that occasion, started saying somethino 
about-again he thought I was in policymaking or some contact-and 
he said, ,;You can check with anyone and the stand-up guy," et cetera. 

,. ; said, "lir. Liddy, I am only delivering something in the package." 
He said "OK". 

1V'e made arrangements and in this .instance, I placed the money in 
the locker at this end of the lobby and at the end of the lobby, the 
main area, where Eastern Airlines comes in here. (85]* I placed the 
money in the bottom locker. [82] * I placed the key in an envelope and 
placed it on a ledge her~ by ~he wi~dow (83]* and myself-in a. position 
back to observe, much m this fashion. 

Mr. LENzNER. What is next to the travel-- .. 
Mr. ULAsEWICZ. Next to the Mutual~ 
Mr. LENZNER. Insurance. 
Mr. -ULASEWICZ. Insurance situation here. 
Mr. LENzNEii. All right. . · 
Mr. ULAsEWicz. Then he came in and .did ,as instrncted, told him he 

would be weat>ing a shirt of some description. He came in, walked by 
me .and he proceeded up-there is a flight of stairs which lead to an 
upper deck, and I watched him from up here (84}*, ~nd I lost sight of 
him, he had gone into a corridor leading in here .11.Ild he probably 
thought that there were lookers in this area, and he went, however, h8' 
came back in maybe 30 se<:0nds or so, and looking at his key opened the 

r thing and took the money. · , 
Mr. LENZNER. Now did there come a time when you were asked to 

deliver money to Mr. Fred La.Rue by Mr. Kalmbach 1 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. Yes. 
Mr. LENZNER. '1V as that in September of 19121 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. And approximately how much was that 1 . 
Mr. UusEWICz. $29,900 . 

. Mr. LENzNER. What arrangements did you make with Mr. La.Rue 
to deliver those funds 1 

Mr. ULAsEWicz. The instructions at that time from Mr. Kalmbach 
were there were two deliveries that d6y, one earlier to Mrs. Hunt in 
a manner as I described, and the second one to Mr. La.Rue-shall I go 
into the entire conversation at this point 1 

Mr. LENZNER. Sure, go ahead. 

*Figures In brackets Indicate exhibit numbers being referred to . Exhibits appear on 
pp. 222S-2230. 
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Mr. ULASEWicz. Mr. La.Rue, .Y!r. Kalmbach said, gave me a tele· 
phone number and said, "Contact Mr. LaRue at 6 p.m. and .Mr. LaRue 
lives in the vVatergate apartments/' which, of course, was a. little sur· 
prise to me, and now we are back into the ,vatergate deal [laughter] 
and he said to leave, Mr. LaRue suggested that I leave the pack~e 
at the desk and I said to Mr. Kalmbach that at no point have I been 
observed and I have been obeying the instmctions as best as I know 
how and I certainly am not going to walk in and leave it at the desk 
because that is a third party. He said, "All right, handle it any way 
you want, as usual," et cetera. 

·what I did is t.here is a gariageopposite where Mr. La.Rue lived in 
the ·watergate, his entrance had one telephone booth and it was very
it was being used quite a bit-so I dicln't go there but I hated to go to 
where I did go, which was the Howard Johnson Hotel across from 
·w atergate which was used in the original situation and that is where 
I wound up. . · .. ·· . · 

I placed the key, I called Mr. LaRue, and asked him to come down, 
I had a package, he was waiting the call-6 p.m. exactly, htl; was 
a waiting the call and he says fine, he would be. right down. I had never 
met Mr. LaRue. l asked him to put two magazines m1der his arm, 
come across the street, come into the motel entrance and the money 
would be on the ledge in the motel. 

,vhen he came out, it is a wide street, I watched him through the 
motel window here [86]* and he had two magazines. He-stopped 
at the island because of heavy traffic, when he stepped ·0ff the island 
he was now a.pproaching, I laid the money on the ledge in the envelope 
and I proceeded through a door back to the cigarette machines and I 
could see him come in, pick up the money, hesitate a moment, go right 
out nnd go back, back to his apartment. 

Mr. LENZNER. So you had the money and him under observation 

L until such time as he picked it up 1 · . 
Mr. UusEWicz. That is correct. · · 
Mr. LElNZNER. Thank you very much, Mr. masewicz. 
Can you return now to the table and we will go back and pick up 

some more 0£ your conversations with Mrs. Hunt. · . .. 
Now, after you delivered your $25,000 to Mr. Bittman, did you so. 

advise Mr. Kalmbach that you had made that delivery1 
Mr. ULAsEWICZ. I did. 
Mr. LENzNER. Now, after that, did you receive another phone call 

from Mr. Kalmbach instructing you to contact the writer or the writer's 
wife? · . .·· · ··· · 

Mr. Uw.sEWICz. Yes; and he gave me the telephone number to the 
writer's residence. · 

Mr. LENZNER. vVho were you to call on that first occasion 1 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. The writer, who would be Mr. Hunt. 
Mr. LENzNER. And did you have any instructions? What.were you 

supposed to say to him ·1 · • · · · ·:_ 
Mr. ULAsEw1cz. That a listing of the cost of the script and the same 

routine, the actors and who may be concerned in that show. 
Mr. LENZNER. Did yon call the number that Mr. Ka.Imbach had given 

you ·? , 
Mr. UL.\SEWICZ. No. The telephone numbed 
Mr. L&"i'zNER. Yes. 
Mr. Ur..ASEWicz. Yes, I did call. 

•F!gurP.s In brackets lndlcatP exhibit numbers being referr!'d to. Exhibits appear- on 
nn. ??.?.S-2230. 
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· :\[r. S1-nm.E. In other "·ords, the amounts that )frs. Hunt was de
manding and the amounts Mr. Kalmbach ,Yas giving to you were 
getting to be so vast that it was apparent they were going beyond 
just paying legal fees and meeting the needs of the families of the de
fendants? 

Mr. U LASEWICZ . That is a fair statement. 
Mr. SHCRE. And that was the reason that both you and Mr. Kalm~ 

bach came to the conclusion that you should get out of the thing1 
Mr. 17~sEwrcz. Yes; the money plus the way we had to continue 

to hand le 1t and so forth. All of that. 
Mr. SH'URE. Did you begin to feel you ·were becoming enmeshed in 

something that might be illegal 1 · 
Mr. UwsEw·1cz . . Lefs say that I had a little shaky feeling the way 

things were going. 
')fr SHURE. And were you beginning to get concerned for your

self. as to your involvement 1 
Mr. ULASEWICZ. For myself and Mr. Kalmbach, because as I said 

before, the two of us were in this deep in this thing. · 
)fr. SHURE. Mr. Caulfield was y9ur frien~ ~ 
Mr. tTLAsEwrcz. Oh, yes. 
Mr. SHURE. Did you contact him? 
Mr. Ut.ASEWicz. No. 
Mr. SHURE. Did you ever discuss with him about what you were 

getting involved in 1 
Mr. ULASEWicz. No, sir, Mr. Caufield is a Washington resident and 

any '\Vashington resident is one of those holes in a sieve, no matter 
who he is. · 

Mr. SHURE. So I would assume, then, you felt the same way about 
Mr. Ehrlichman, who was living in Washinrrton? 

Mr. ULASEWicz. Yes, but you see, Mr. Ehrlichman, the only con
versation I ever had was that one at the airport when he hired me. 
Outside of that, I never had a phone call or personal conversation 

.. with Mr. Ehrlichman. · . 
Mr. SnuRE. But up until that time, had yotr ever done anything 

that you considered to be illegal? · 
Mr. ULASEw1cz. No, sir. 
Mr. SHURE. Now you were caught in a measure that might be in 

some way involving you? 
Mr. UusEwrnz. That may become at some point or looked at. For 

the entire period of time that I was doing this for )Ir. Kalmbach , 
it never occurred to me, that I did not consider that I did anything 
illegal for Mr. Kalmbach, neither did he; neither did I, as far as the 
facts presented to me. 

Mr. SHURE. But you did state that from the amounts of money 
involved and the demands being made, that you were obviously making 
payments to Mrs. Hunt and others that exceeded the basic needs o:f 
attorne y fees and family survival? 

Mr. U LASEWICZ. Correct. 

[:

Mr. SHURE. After yon made your last two dropotfs~ which was 
hat-September 19, 1972? 
1fr. ULASEWicz. Se-ptember 19. . 
Mr. ~nu~. Did anyone ever contact you again about becoming in

volved m tlus type of operation? 
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Mr. KAI,:\IBACII. Yes, sir. 
Mr. D.\s1r. 1Vhile yon ,vc>re on that same trip to lVashington your 

calendar shows at 8 a.m. a meeting with .John Connally, on August 8. 
Do yon know, was that in relationship to this in any way~ 

Mr. KALMB.\CH. In no way whatsoever. 
Mr. DASH. Did you discuss your activities with him at that time? 
Mr. KAL:lfBACH. As to this assignment? 
.Mr. DAsH. Yes. · 
Mr. KALMBACH. Absolutely not. . · 
Mr. DASH. Now, when did you decide to stop raising any money for 

the defendants and their attorneys? 
Mr. KAUIBACH. Mr. Dash, probably in mid-August and then con

tinuing, it is my recollection that Mr. Dean and llr. LaRue contacted 
me and indicating they needed additional funds, and by this time in 
late August this whole degree of concern had come back on me. It had 
come brtck on me to the level that I knew that I did not want to partic
ipate any long-er in this assignment. 

Mr. D.isH. ·wasn't Mr. Ehrlichman's reassuranceenduringr 
Mr. K\LMBACH. No, it was not. 
Mr. DAsH. What was--was the concern again the covert activity, 

the secrecy of it? 
Mr. IC\UIBACH. I think that was the primary factor, Mr. Dash. I 

think that Mr. lTiasewicz mentioned some cautionary words that from 
a professional police officer who gave me some pause. I think there 
were other things within the press. 

Mr. DASI;{. You mean·the newspaper stories about Watergate were 
coming more and more to the fore, were they not l 

Mr. KALMBACH. Yes, sir, and I think that just all of it together was 
enough so that by, certainly by, as I say, late August, September, I was 
-certain that I would not continue in this assignment. 

Mr. DAsH. Did you discuss this with Mr. Ehrlichman? 
Mr. KALMBACH. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. DASH. You did-your calendar shows an 8 :15 · a.m. breakfast 

with l\Ir. Ehrlichman on August 29 which was about the time you were 
making this decision. Did you disct1ss it w·ith him at that break·fast 1 

Mr. KAL::VIBACH. No, I did not. I don't recall, Mr. Dash, that. I ever 

r disc.ussed this with Mr. Ehrlichman after making that decision. 
Mr. DASH. Did you tell ,John Dean anything? 
Mr. KAWIBACH. ·wen, I just simply told him that I would do no 

more, and I advised Mr. LaRue, too, that I could do no more. 
Mr. DASH. Now, during the months of ,July and August were you in 

frequent contact with l\Ir. LaRue to receive instruction for distribnt".' 
ing-these funds? 

Mr. KAUIBACH. I think during that time that my contacts again
I don't remember whether they were with Mr. LaRue or lir. Dean, 
they were interchangeable in a. sense, but there were. instructions to 
disburse the fonds right up to, I think the last instrnction I received 
was in, oh, again my memory tells me 1 'i or 18 of September. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vere the instructions to distribute the remainder of the 
fonds immediatelv? 

}fr. KAr.:1m.\cH: YPs. I think the wor<ls wne there was a-the direc
tion "·as for nw to han thP fonds disbursed immediateh· to Mrs. 
Hunt. aml tlwn the ha lance of thP fonds to Mr. LaRne. which was the 
first tinw that I can recall that }fr·. LaRue l'<'eeiwd fonds. 
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· l\fr. DAsH. All rig-ht. Did you request a reconciliation of your cash 
records with LaRu e in the last money you distributed ? 

Mr. KAL3IBA CH. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. DASH. Tell us about the reconciliation and where it took place 1 
l\f r. IC-\L)IBACII. Again, my memory is that the reconciliation was 

probably on the 21st of September. . 
Mr. DASH. 1Yho was there, where did it take place'? 
Mr. K.-\Ll\IBACH. I think it took place in :Mr. Dean's office, and I 

think that .Mr. LaRue was present, and I was-that is my recollec
tion as to the date , and at that time I just went through the, my entire 
record that I had in my notes indi cating the total funds received, to- . 
tal disbursed, and those, in that income and outgo, agreed with Mr. 
LaRue 's records. ··"' . · , 

:Mr. DASH. Do you re;!an what that total amount was j 
:Mr. MLl\IBACH. Beg pardon ? 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall what the total amount was i 
Mr. K..\.Ll\lBACH. I think it was approximately $220,000. 
Mr. DASH. \Vhat happened, what did you do with your notes at tlie 

termination of the meeting? · 
Mr. KALMBACH. I then destroyed the notes. 
Mr. DASH. Where 1 
Mr. :K:ALlIBACH. In his office, in :0-Ir. Dean's office. 
Mr. DASH. How were they destroyed? · 

L 
M. r. KALMBACH. ·well, my recollection is that I asked him to shred 

my notes, and he was smoking, and I am not sure who used matches, 
but the notes were destroyed. 

Mr. DASH. 1Vere you ever again, Mr. Kalmbach, asked to raise money 
for the defendants, after you broke off, decided in September that 
you would not do it anymore for the concerns that you have expressed, 
.were you ever again requested to do the same thing~ · 

Mr. KAL:lIBACH. Yes, I was. 
Mr. DAsn. Could you tell us when you can recall that happening 

and who was there~· · · . 
Mr. KALlIBACH. I think I may have been approached oPce or twice 

after the September 21 meeting , but I remember with great particu
larity a meeting that occurred on the 19th of January in ·washing~ 
ton, in Mr. Mitchell 's office. 

Mr. DASH. 1Vho was there with Mr. Mitchell~ 
Mr. KAL)IBACH. There was Mr. :Mitchell,. Mr. Dean, }Ir. LaRue, 

and myself. 
Mr. DASH. Would you please tell us very briefly what the discussion 

"·as, who said what, what you said? 
Mr. KALMBACH. I had been asked by Mr. Dean at a meeting held just 

minutes before at Blair House that Mr. Mitchell wanted to see me in 
his office, and I recall that it was a rainy afternoon and we ran through 
the rain a half block to 1701 Pennsylvania, went up to Mr. Mitchell's 
office, and when ,ve walked into his office we joined ~Ir. l\Iitchell , who 
was seated at his desk, and Mr. LaRne who was also in the office. 
After we were seated and after the opening amenities, I think it was 
l\fr. Dean that led the conversation and immediately I could see that 
the purpose of this meeeting was to ask me to raise additional funds. 
And immediately, as soon as that became known, Mr. Dean said the 
need for raising additional funds :for lawyers and for family support, 
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l\Ir. L:i.RuE. Certainly not in this time period, l\Ir. Dash. There 
would han, I think, been-I did have conversations later on with 
.:\fr. O'Bl'ien, but there would have been, I think--

2\Ir. D,\SH. '\Vhnt about '}fr. Parkinson. did you meet with him 
chu·ing this period of time i11 the sum1uer of i072 ·~ 

Mr. L:i.Rm·:. Yes, sir. 
l\Jr. DASH. Did you have any discussions with Mr. Parkinson 

concerning the defendants' needs? 
.Mr. L .. dfoE. Here again, .Mr. Dash, I think not in this time period. 

I think the first discussions I had with l\Jr. Parkinson regarding the 
money for the defendants ·would have been, oh, in the later part of 
September or October. 

Mr. DASH. All right no,v, did you attend meetings during the 
summer and early fall, actually the summer, ,June, July, and August, 
at which Mr. Magruder discussed the story of his testimony which 
he ,ms going to give to the grand jury'? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. \Vho was present at the meeting·? 
Mr. LARUE. Mr. Dash, I wo1ild like to clarifv that. The first meet

i,ngs that were held or that I attended discussing l\fr. l\fagruder's 
story, discussing cover stories as it has been called, I think was in 
relationship to his FBI interview, not grand jury testimony . 

.Mr. DASH. "\Vhat time was that-in June or July? 
Mr. LARUE. That would be July, I think a period of around the 

middle of July. 
Mr. DASH. Actually the first time he really testified before the 

grand jury on the so-called cover story was August 16, 1072. Do you 
recall, prior to August 16, meetings with l\Ir. Magruder in which 
l\Ir. l\fagrucler indicated what he was going to tell the grand jury'? 

.Mr. LARUE. yes, sir; r do. 
Mr. DASH. "\Vho was present? 
Mr. LARUE. l\fr. l\Iitchell, Mr. l\Iardian, as I recall, .:\Ir. l\fitchell, I 

think Mr. l\Iardian, Mr. Dean, l\fr. Magruder and myself. I recall a 
later meeting, which Mr.-some of the PR people. 

Mr. DASH. You knew then exactly what l\Ir. l\Iagruder planned to 
tell the grand jury, did you not? 

:Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. D..-1.sn. And since you have already testified that Mr. l\fagrucler\ 

about a week after the break-in had told you everything he had done, 
and everything that he has already told this committee, you knew that 
story was a false story? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, I did. 
Mr. D.\SH. And I take it to your knowledge most of those attending 

knew that? 
:Mr. L..-1.RuE. l\fr. Dash, I can only speak from my own knowledge. ·r Mr. D,\SH. Now, did you and l\fr. Kalmbach meet again in l\fr. 

Dean's office. on September rn, 1D72? 
.Mr. LARUE. As I recall, yes, sir. . 
Mr. DASH. "Will you tell us what happened at that meeting? 
Mr. L.\RrE. :Mr. Kalmbach indicated that he wished to get out of 

it-his role concerning the payments to defendants-that he did not 
wish to continue this any longer, and he garn an acconnting of his 
activities and payments, not his activities, but he gave. us an accounting 
of the payments to the defendants at that time. 

(380) 



29.3 FRED LaRUE TESTIMONY~ JULY 18~ 19?3~ 6 SSC 2992-93 

2293 

l\Ir. DASH. And then he was sort of excused or discharged from his 
responsibilities? 

}fr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. '\Vill you tell us ·what happened to the records of his 

accounting? 
::\fr. LARUE. Those re,:ords ,wre burned. 
}Ir. DASH. V{ ere they burned right there in the office? 
Mr. LARGE. Yes, sir, he had records, as I recall, a very small shee~ 

of paper and they were put in an ash tray and burned. 
)fr. DASH. Now, did l\Ir. Kalmbach have any money left over that 

he had not expended? 
l\Ir. L,RUE. Yes, sir. 

L 
l\Ir. DASH. Did he turn that money over to you? 
Mr. LARUE.Yes, sir. · 
Mr. DASH. Do you know about how much that was? 
l\Ir. LARUE. My recollection is approximately $30,000. . . 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, Mr. LaRue, did you then take on the responsibility 

of carrying out the transfer of funds for legal defense of the defend
ants and support of families? 

Mr. LARUE, As the events occurred, I did. I did not realize at the 
time I had assumed the role, Mr. Dash. 

l\Ir. DASH. How did it come about after Mr. Kalmbach bowed out for 
reasons I think he has testified before tlus committee that yon then 
were the one to undertake this assignment or responsibility? 

l\Jr. L.1RuE. I ,vas the one who had the cash. 
)Ir. D.1su. You had the money'? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes. sir. • 
}Ir. Dc\SH. Now, did you, about late September or early October, 

transfer some money to :\fr. Bittman who is--
Mr. Vrnsox. Excuse me, Mr. Dash, I think the record should show 

at this time that all of 1Ir. LaRue's testimony with respect to-I think 
the record should show at this time that Mr. LaRue's testimony with 
respect to receipt of moneys and with respect to disbursement of 
1noners is the result of a reconstruction and in no ,v:w can he be 
precise. He has sat down in hindsight and reconstructed 'it as best he 
can. 

:\Ir. DAsn. I think we understand that, Mr. Vinson. Thank you for 
that comment. 

J[r. LaRue, with regard, however, to the period late September
early October 1972, did there come a time when you macle a transfer 
of money to )fr. Bittman, the attorney for Mr. Hunt'? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsn. Could you tell us how much you gave Mr. Bittman? 
Mr. L.\RCTE. As I recall, $25,000. 
l\Jr. DASH. N o,v, could you state how this was carried out? '\Vhat 

\Yas the manner in "--hich'you contacted )Ir. Bittman and made the 
payment? 

)fr. LARUE. I contacted Mr. Bittman, I used the name of Mr. Baker. 
l\Ir. DASH. Mr. Baker? 
}Ir. L.\RrE. Baker. I told--
Mr. DASH. How did you call him? Did you call him at his office~ 
Mr. LARUE. I called 'him at his office, yes, sir. Told him I was a 
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Do you recall whether he had notes or some kind of 

material from which he made this accounting? 

Yes. He had a small slip of paper which he had been 

carrying in his wallet. He took this small piece of paper out 

of his wallet and had written in a very small print these 

figures and he read them to LaRue. 

I don't recall whether LaRue made any notes or not, 

but after Kalmbach had done his reporting, there was sort of 

a ceremonial burning of the piece of paper in an ashtray on my 

desk. 

Mr. Kalmbach burned the paper himself? 

Yes. 

Q Now during July, August, and September of 1972, did 

the demands that were being communicated from the defendants 

continue? 

A Yes, they did. 

Q Mr. Dean, was it on account of these continuing 

demands that Mr. Kalmbach had to raise additional money as tirne 

went along? 

A That's correct. 

Q To your own personal knowledge, who knew about the · 

payments that were being made to the defendants? 

A Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, 1-1...r. Mitchell, of coursej 

Kalmbach. 

Q I take it you personally had conversations with Mr. 
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S2p L:c0,rnb:~r 19, 197 2 

/ 
Mr. Willia,n O. y:lt trnan 

\ _I\ 
c-./' \:_.,;./' 

•\_\,..::, . 
\_; \ 

FROM: Dorothy Hunt 

RE: Contact made on above date and distribution on same date 

I received ·a call from Mr. Rivers at noon on the 
above date and arranged to pick up ·what he "was able to scrape 
up on such short notice". I asked the amount and was told 
$53,500. I then asked what distribution was to be made and 
was told that . it was up to me., but tha ·t I ,·iould be accountable 
at our next conversationo I informed Mr. Rivers that 11.ro Liddy 
'had telephoned me the previous night and informed me that since 
he would be in court on the 19th,; he would appreciate it if I 
could handle any contact_ for him. _ . ... 

Mro Rivers said-he'had not arranged anything · abgut 
Mro Liddy (a £act I am not going to pass on to Mr.a Liddy ::.asyI 
feel - it .will· anger 1:'lim) ., and asked me · to spread the $ 53., 500 
out to include Mr. Liddy and his attorney as ·well as Mr. McCord. 
He concluded that he would be in touch with me again when he 
could and repeated that this amount was all he was able to scrape 
up on such short notice. I thanked him. 

Distribution as follows: 

$13.,000 to Hr o 

$13.,000 to I-it". 
$13;,000 to I1r. 

$ 5.,000 to 1•1r . ., 
(' 
y 5 , 000 to 1 ~2:' • 

$ l~OOJ to }I.;:-.. 
<~ 
~) l.,OOC to Ll r o 

$ 1~000 .t.. .- l·'tl.~ .• L.U 

$ ·1 500 to i" ~-; -~-
_J_ ,, .I,...__ (> 

--------- ·-·--- -·--
~ C'-.. 
... • ~.J) 500 

Barker for M:::-. Rothblatt 
HcCord. for Mr. Bc,iley 
Liddv for Mr. Matlius 

~ ~ 

Barker for 2 Ass ts~ to Mr. Rothblatt _ 
Liddy £or compensation of 2 months 
Li_dcJ .}T :Eo.r Bail 

Ba.cJ:e .·c £0 ;~ t: :a:-c1,v2 1 for 4 p ersons £::om I-li2.rn:i_ 
B(1r·kf:r for i,Jr o .c1E~ :FE;lipe .f:(i:C c1·tt :1) :.'ne:[ ar~.d 
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30. In October 1972 CRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson told Fred 

LaRue and John Dean that William Bittman, Hunt's attorney, needed 

additional 100ney for legal fees. Using the alias "Mr. Baker," 

LaRue contacted Bittman and caused cash ($25,000 or $20,000) to be 

delivered to Bittman's office. The package was received at Bitt

man's office in Hunt's presence. LaRue has testified that he under

stood the money was for legal fees for Bittman. 
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.Mr. DASH. And then he was sort of excused or discharged from his 
responsibilities? 

lir. La\Ru'E. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. ·wm you tell us what happened to the records of his 

accounting? 
l\fr. LARUE. Those records were burned. · 
Mr. DASH. "\Vere they burned right there in the office? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir, he had records, as I recall, a very small shee~ 

of paper and they ,vere put in an ash tray and burned. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did lvfr. Kalmbach have any money left over that · 

he had not expended'? , 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. DASH. Did he turn that money over to you 1 
l\fr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. D . .\SH. Do you know about how much that was? 
l\fr. LARUE. :M:y recollection is approximately $30,000. . 
Mr. DASH. Now, Mr. LaRue, did you then take on the responsibility 

of carrying out the transfer of funds for legal defense of the defend
ants and support of families? 

l\fr. LARUE. As the events occurred, I did. I did not realize at the 
time I had assumed the role., :M:r. Dash. 

l\Ir. DASH. How did it come about after Mr. Kalmbach bowed.out for 
reasons I think he has testified before this committee that you then 
were the one to undertake this assignment or responsibility? 

Mr. LARTrE. I was the one who had the cash. 
l\fr. DAsH. You had the money? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes. sir. 
Mr. DASH. Now', did you, about late September or early October, 

transfer some monev to Mr. Bittman who is-
Mr. VINSON. Excuse me, Mr. Dash, I think the record should show 

at this time that all of Mr. LaRue's testimony with respect to-I think 
the record should show at this time that Mr. LaRue's testimony with 
respect to receipt of moneys and with respect to disbursement of 
moneys is the result of a reconstruction and in no way can he be 
precise. He has sat down in hindsight and reconstructed it as best he 
can. 

~Ir. DAsH. I think we understand that, Mr. Vinson. Thank you for 
that comment. 

l\fr. LaRue, with regard, however, to the period late September
arly October 197?, did there come a time when YOl.l made a transfer 

of money to Mr. Bittman, the attorney for Mr. Hunt'? 
.Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
:Mr. DAsn. Could you tell us how much you gave Mr. Bittman? 
l\fr. LARm~. As I recall, $25,000. 
Mr. DASH. Now, could you state how this was carried out? ·what 

was the manner in which you contacted :Mr. Bittman and made the 
payment? 

l\fr. LARrm. I contacted Mr. Bittman, I used the name of Mr. Baker. 
l\fr. DASH. Mr. Baker? 
Mr. LARUE. Baker. I told--
Mr. DASH. How did vou call him'" Diel vou call him at his office? 
Mr. LARUE. I called .him at his office, yes, sir. Told him I was a 
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friend of Mr. Rivers and that there would be n package delivered to 
his office shortly. 

::\fr. D.\SH. "\\rho asked you to make that call? "\Vho requested that 
money, do you know? 

)fr. L..1.RFF.. As I recall, ::\Ir. Dash. this resulted out of a conversa
tion that ::\Ir. Parkinson had with ::\fr. Bittman which he relaved to 
)fr. Dean and I, citing the need for some attorney's fees for l\Ir. 
Bittman. 

::\Ir. DASH. Did vou know from that discussion that )Ir. Parkinson 
had been with l\Ir:Bittman and then relaved to vou and l\Ir. Dean how 
much money was to be paid? • • 

)fr. LARa. Yes. sir. 
)fr. D-\SH. How much was that, did you say? 
)Ir. LARUE. $25,000. 
)Ir. n\sH. Then you told l\Ir. Bittman on the telephone that this 

package would be delivered? 
~ ::\Ir.~L-1RUE. Yes, sir. 

}fr. n1su. How was it delivered? 
:\fr. h-\RUE. It was delivered by messenger to his office. It was in a 

package directed to Mr. Bittman marked personal, confidential. 
l\fr. DASH. And this was in cash? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. D.1sH. Now, did the messenger who delirnred that. package to 

Mr. Bittman know what his assignment was, what ,vas in the pack
age and what he was doing? 

l\Ir. LARuE._Oh, absolutely not. 
l\fr. DASH. I think to make the record clear, )fr. LaRue, when vou 

made that payment to :\Ir. Bittman. did you have any unclerstancfing 
as to the reason that payment was being made~ 

:Mr. L.,\.RUE. Mv understanding was that this was legal fees for l\fr. 
Bittman. · 

)Ir. D.\SH. And did you think that this was being paid for humani-
" tarian reasons'? • 

:\Ir. IARGE. )fr. Dash, mv understanding of the payments of money 
to the defendants were or is that this money ,ms paid to satisfy com
mitments that had been made to them bv someone I do not know, but 
had been made, commitments had beer1 made to them at some point 
in time. ancl--

::\fr. DASH. Commitments made by people who had something to 
do ,Yith authorizing the original activity'? 

Mr. L.1RuE. Yes, sir. 
}fr. DASH. Aue( that you were really carrying ont the responsibil-

itv based on those commitments? 

L:
·:\rr. L.\RUE. yes, sir. 
Mr. D.\SH. Did it occur to yon that if those pm. ·!nents wer~ not made, 

wre may be some embarrass.ment in the rt>eleet1011 campaign? 
:\fr. L.\RUE. This certain} v occm·red to me. yes.sir. 
}fr. D.\SH. Now, when and where was yonr next p.1yment to ::\[r. 

Bittman'? 
:\[r .. L.\Rn~. As I rt'call. ::\fr. Dash, this was nrnde in Dt>cemher. the 

amount approximntPlY $:'iO.ono. 
::\fr. D.\SH. Now. ,Yho g-an• t11P instructions about that payment? 
:\fr. L.d{n:. "\Yho ga Yl' the instrnrtions? 

(387) 



30.2 E. HOWARD HUNT TESTIMONY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1973, SSC EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
213-14 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Co1111Uttee staff 

E. Howard Hunt, SSC executive session, Sept. 11, 1973 

a complete listing of those previously mentioned. 

213 

Mr. Hunt. I would say no, if I understand your question 

correctly. 

Mr. Armstrong. Thedate of the $50,000 reimbursement 

you placed in approximately January of 1973? 

Mr. Hunt. The date or dates, because I cannot recall 

whether it came in one sum I am led to believe, refreshing 

my memory, that I received an initial sum of 35 and subse

quently two weeks later, something like that, I got $15,000, 

which combined make up the sum of $50,000. 

r:: Mr. Armstrong. Was there any cash transaction in the 

ptember--October period of approximately $25,000 to you by 

Mr. Bittman? 

Mr. Hunt. September-October period? 

Mr. Armstrong. Right, 197z. 

Mr. Hunt. I have no recollection of any such transfer, 

no,, sir. We are talking about Bittman rather than to my 

wife? 

Mr. Armstrong. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hunt. I have no knowledge of any such sum. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

(Reporter read back.) 

Mr. Hunt. In Qctober I believe I testified I was present 

when the sum of $25,000 was received at Mr. Bittman's office. 

I am assuming your question has to do with a transfer beyond 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Conanittee staff 
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that particular one. 

Mr. Shure. He told us about that. 

Mr. Armstrong. My question is, was there any additional 

money in the envelope other than the $20,000? 

Mr. Hunt. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Armstrong. The money was counted, it was $20,000, 

I and turned over in its entirety to Mr, Bittman? 

~r. Hunt. To the best of my recollection, yes. 

Mr. Armstrong. Was there a later time,again in the 

December-January period, when in addition to $50,000 received 

there were envelopes of 25 and $35,000 also received by Mr. 

Bittman and handed to you? 

Mr. Hunt. Perhaps it would be best at this point if I 

went through what I actually received, because your questions 

are a little bit off my particular beam. 

Senator Saxbe. Excuse me. 

Would it clarify things and simplify things if you could 

preface your question by a statement "except for the things 

you have already testified to"? 

Mr. Armstrong. We are talking about during that peri~d 

of December -- I am concerned about December-January, any 

cash receipts there. Mr. Hunt has already testified about 

one or two checks. 

Mr. Hunt. Not checks. 

Mr. Armstrong. I am sorry, that he received in one or 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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31. On November 10, 1972 John Dean met with Donald Segretti in Palm 

• Springs, California. Dean taped a conversation in which Segretti 
.. 

described his disruption of the campaigns of candidates for the Democratic 

presidential nomination during the period he was employed by Dwight 

Chapin. On November 11, 1972 Dean was called from Palm Springs to Key 

Biscayne, Florida where H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman had accom

panied the President. Dean flew to Florida and reported on Segretti 

to Haldeman and Ehrlichman. Segretti has testified that in mid-November 

1972 Dean offered him a position in Montego Bay, Jamaica, at a salary 

of about $35,000 per year. 
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.Accordingly, I helped Kalmbach prepare for his FBI interview, and 
he later informed me it had gone well, th:1t they had not asked 
questions unrelated to the Segretti matter, and he volunteered nothing. 

On October 10,. 1972, an article based on leaked FBI information 
reported the Segretti story for the first time publicly. Following the 
October 10 story there commenced a series of stories involving Chapin, 
Strachan, Kalmbach, and, later, Haldeman. These stories created a new 
frenzy in the ,Vhite House press office as to how to deal with the stories. 

On Friday, the 13th, I had left Washington to go to Florida to spend 
several weeks on a honeymoon, but was abruptly called back to Wash
ington on Sunday, October 15, because of the cascading leaked stories 
regarding Segretti. When I returned, I went to the "\Vhite House where 
a meeting was in session in the Roosevelt room. In attendance at the 
meeting were Ehrlich.man, Ziegler, Buchanan, ~!oore, and Chapin. The 
purpose of the meeting was to prepare Ziegler for his press 'briefings on 
the Segretti-related stories. For a reason that I cannot explain, a sec
retary to )fr. Chapin was present and taking notes during parts of 
the discussions and hypothetical questioning and answering of :Mr. 
Ziegler. I believe this is one of the rare occasions where the preparation 
of a Ziegler briefing was actually recorded and I have submitted to the 
committee a copy of the notes recording parts of that session. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-24. *) 
:Mr. DE..\N. I mi~ht also add that this session was not unlike many 

-other sessions.that had preceded it and that were to follow it in prepar
ing Ziegler to meet with the White House press corps. It would, how
crnr, take me another 200 pages to give that story. After Segretti 
became the subject of intense inquiry by the press, Ehrlichman ~ug
gested that I advise Segretti to go incognito and hide from the press 
and avoid further _sto~ies that might result from press interviews of 
him. I so advised Segretti and he came to "\Vashington in late October, 
because he was very distressed about the fact that a number of people 
were issuing: what he considered to be inaccurate and false stories 
regarding: his activities. 

When Segretti arrh·ed in ,vashington, he was met by :Mr. Field~ng 
and myself to discuss whether he should issue a press statement h1m· 
self at that time. This subject was also discus:::ed in a meeting at 
)Ir. Chapin's office attended by Ziegler. Ehrlichman, Chapin, and my
self, and later by Fielding after he had receh·ed a draft copy of 
Segretti's proposed press statement. It was decided that it would be 
unwise for Segretti to issue the statement, so he commenced his travels 
around the United States once again to avoid thP press. )fr. Segretti 
would periodically call me to tell me that he was in some small town 
and had not seen a newspaper or tele,·ision for se,·eral days and was 
curious to know what they'were saying about. him. I would giYe him 
a summary report as to the press coverage. 

---- Following the. election. I was asked bv Haldemai1 and Ehrlichman 
to meet with Segretti to determine the extent of the im·olvement that 
Chapin and Strachan had had with him. Segrt>tti at this time was in 
Palm Springs, Calif., where he had been spending the last week before 
the election in the desert. I arran!!ed to meet with him on Xon~mber 10 
in Palm Springs, and had plan11ecl to spend a week m_vself relaxing 
after the election in Palm Springs. On Xonmbf>t· 10 I met with 

•seep. 1200. 
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tiegretti and, pursuant to an arrangement between Segretti and my
self, I agreed to tape the inteniew with him, with the understanding 
that I felt it was privileged ,mder the doctrine of executixe pri ,-ilege 
and that it would never be released. I ha \-e submitted the tape of that 
conversation between Segretti anci myself to thr: committee pursuant 
to a subpena issued for the material. 

l\fy visit to Palm Springs was abruptly interrupted when I received 
a call on November 11 from :Mr. Todd Hullin, Ehrlichman's assistant, 
requesting that I come to Florida where Ehrlichman and Haldeman 
were accompanying the President, to report on my interview with 
Segretti. 

Accordingly, I flew to Florida immediately and met with Halcle
man and Ehrlichman on November 12 and played the taped interview 
I had had ,vith Segretti for them. I recall that while I was discussing 
this matter with Ehrlichman and Haldeman, the President requested 
that Haldeman come over to see him. I was surprised on this occasion, 
as I had been on other occasions when a similar situation had occurred. 
that Haldeman sent a message back to the President that he was meet~ 
ing with me and would be over shortly to report. I was surp1·ised that 
my reporting on Segretti would take precedence over Haldeman's 
responding to an immediate request of the President. 

On November 15, 1972, I arranged to meet with }fr. Haldeman and 
Mr. Ehrlichman at Camp David on another subject, which I will dis
cuss later. During the first ,part of the meeting, however, the subject 
of Chapin's remaining at the ·white House came up, and I learned 
that the President had made a decision, based on the information that 
had been imparted to Haldeman and Ehrlichman in Florida, that Mr. 
Chapin would have to leave the ,Vhite Honse staff. Before going to 
Camp David, I was aware of this subject being under discussion and 
}Ir. :Moore and I had talked about it. )Ioore felt that the 1President 
should merely issue a letter of censure to Chapin and let it go at that, 
hut ·)Ioore was unaware of the contents of the tape and had never 
heard it. Pursuant to requests of )Ioore, howe1·e1-, I did raise his sug
gestion with Ehrlichman and Haldeman. Haldeman said that he was 
personally too close to Chapin to make a judgment on such a thing and 
that if it was going to be done, it was going to be reraisecl with the 
President it would have to be done so bv Ehrlichman. Ehrlichman 
said that he did not think that it was possible to reraise the matter and 

___ ..,.s,_ubsequently Chapin resigned from the Wnite House staff. 

DISCUSSIONS OF A WRITTEN DEAN REPORT 

As the ·press accounts of Segretti's activities lingered on after the 
election as well as the continuing ,v atergate stories, there was serious 
discussion about putting out the facts. In late Xo1·ember, I recall a 
conversation with Haldeman in his office. We talked about the facts and 
he asked my opinion about what would happen if we put them out. I 
told him that 'l thought that the then pending trial would •be put back 
into a grand jury and it was very likely that :Mitchell, Magruder, 
Strachan, Ehrlich.man, Ha:kiero.a~ and. Dean could be indicted. He 
asked ·me to elabonrte. I said I had no idea nor did I have full knowl
edge of what happened before June 17 but I did know that there is a 
good possibility that any reeonvened grand jury could get into ques
tions of obstruction of justice which ·would lead right to us. 
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At tliis point 1 1\·ouhl like to st,:itc to tlw eommittl'e that at no timr 
did I c\·<'l' ltn\·c any kH011·kdgP of. nor 1li<l I participate in. tltc \Vater
gate lmrglary or any adivity i11n1h·i11g dectronic smTeillan ce. 

It. is possible ! that I. may han' mc•t )Ir. "\\'a1Tcn on a third occasi011, 
but 1 am nnsurc at this time. 

On April 1, 1!)72 (April Fools' Day), in :\lilwankee, "\Vis., :\[r. Benz · 
and I distrilrntcd a flier achertising- a fr<!l.\ all-you-can-e,lt lunch with 
drinks at Hubert Humphrcy·s lieadqunrtcr s. I haYc gfren the com
mittee and the !::ipecial Prosecutor's Oflin· a ,·opy of the flier. There 
was. of course, no such party. 

Al:oo in .\.pril of Hl7:2, in response to a telephone call from :\Ir. "\Var
reu. I ftc,Y to \Yashington. D.C. I hall :\Ir. Kelly meet me there. Senator 
:\Iuskie was to ha Ye a fnndraising clinner at the "\Vashington Hilton 
Hotel, and Mr. Kelly and I, ostensibly acting- for ::\fuskil' organizers, 
ordered flowers, pizzas, and liquo!' for tlie campaign workers. In addi
tion, we i1H"itecl certain foreign guests ancl pro\-idecl for their deliYery 
to the dinner by chautfered limousine. A ma;.!ician ,ms also hired to 
attend the dinner and to entertain."\\" e also made inquires about renting 
an elephant, but ,Yere miahlP to make the necess.lry arrangements. The 
1mrpose of aII this \\"as to cause confusion at the :Muskie dinner. l\Ir. 
Kelly and I also distributed a flier stating, "Come. Protest the Fat 
Cats "\Vith Signs.~' This was in reference to the )fuskie dinner. l\fr. 
Kelly and I constructed rnrious protest signs, but no one showed up 
to protest. 

During H>72, I performed actfrities of a similar, but less extensi,·e 
and significant nature, in other States. I luwe gi,·en a full statement 
to this committee~s staff regarding: these e\·ents. I beliere my activities 
in these other States produced little, if any, commotion, and do not 
need to be elaborated on in this statement. I also feel that. many 
innocent persons would be hurt if I were to disclose the names of all 
persons I contacted in my trn ,·els. )lost of these persons are comp]ete:Jy 
innocent of any wrongdoing, and to publicly disclose their names 
wo11Icl be a i:rreat dissen·ice to them. I ham i:ri,·en the eommittee·s staff 

" a complete list of all persons whose names I can recall. I understand 
that . both the committee's staff and the prosPcutor's office lmre in
,·pstigated my acti,·ities in an intensi,·e manner. I would. therefore~ 
beg the indulgence of this committee that I not be forced to publicly 
cl iscloSl' the naml"S of innoeent per;;ons, which could onl.r damage their 
rqmtations unduly without serdng any legitimate Jegislati\·e p11rpose. 

In July of H>72. )fr. Kelly and I made an-angements for a smaU 
pla1w to tly On\r the DemoC'ratie Co11re11tion center with a trailer . 
reading: "Peace, Pot. Promise11ity. Vote )fcGon'rn."" This was my last 

..... political activity of the lD'i":2 camp:1ign. · · r After newsstories began mentioning my name, I soug·ht legal counsel 
from Mr. ,Tohn "\Y. Dean. I met )Ir . Dean through )Ir. Chapin and 
Mr. Strachan . Over a. period of months, )fr. Dean actecl as m,v lawyer. 
and I confided in him in this capacity .• ·\t )fr. Dean's request. I made 
a tape recording explaining my neti,·ities in J!)jl and Hli:2. and gaw it 
to him. I also prepared a written statl'ment nnd g-,n-c it, along with 
many documents, to an attorney in Los .\.ngc•les, Calif., ,,·ho wns sng
gestecl as counsel by )fr. Dean. It is my nnd~rstarnling- that this attor
ney sent to nfr. Dean copil's of tlH' matt'rial left with him. nnd that 
:\fr. Dran subsequl'ntly turnP<l m·t•r saidnwtt>ri.d. whieh WNP olffionsly 
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L intcnclccl to be confidc.ntial .. antl pint of the attorney-client priYikge, 
to this committee. _Uthoug!t I feel that )lr. Dean betrayed my con

. ficlcnce, I <lo wish to state that at 110 time did he tell me to be anything 
hut honest and truthful ,vith the Fccle~·al Bureau of Inn.'.stigatioit 
and the U.S. attorneis office. 

This general statement ,ms prepared \Yith the advice and assist
ance of my present counsel, Victot· Sherman of Los Angeles! Calif., 
and was not mtended by us to be a complete statement of all my acti,·
ities during the months in question. I am sure that this committee is 
no,...-aware that my activities have been blown out of all proportion by 
the nev;s media. I accept . the fact. that most of my present problems 
are the direct result of my o"·n conduct. Ho,Yever 1 I cannot help but 
feel that I hai;e been abused bi; rumor, character assassination, in
nuendo, and a complete disregard for, the prfracy of myself, my 
friends, and my family. I harn literally lrn:d to amid the onslaught 
of the media during the past year, and their attempts to get a story 
at all costs. I understand that under various guises, some of the ne.ws 
media illegally obtained my telephone, bank account, and credit card 
records, and generally conducted their investigations without any con
cern for my rights. K evertlwless, this in no way lessens my sincere 
belief that my activities were wrong and ham no place in the Ameri
can political system. To the extent my activities han~ harmed other 
persons and the political process, I ha\·e the deepest regrets. I am now 
ready to ans"·er the questions of this committee. 

Mr. D.\sH. Mr. Segrett.i, your statement has been quite foll. You 
ham al ready indic~ted how yon first came to know :Mr. Dwight Chapin 
and Mr. Gord9n Strachan. As you have indicated in your stafoment, 
you knew them as college classmates at the University of Southern 
California. 

Mr. S:EGR£TI'I. That is correct, Mr. Dash. 
Mr. DASH. Now, at the time Mr. Strachan and Mr. Chapin were in 

touch with yon while you ,vere in the Army in 1971, nncl also during 
the period 0£ ,July 1!)71 to ,June H>72, do you know what Mr. Cha.pin, 
Mr. Dwight Chapin:s position ,Yas ·? 

::\Ir. SEGREITI. He was employed at the 'White House ancl I believe 
his position at that time ,ms Presidential appointments secretary. 

Mr. D.\SII. And do you know what )fr. Strachan's, Mr. Gordon 
Strnchan~s position was'? 

)Ir. SEGRf:TI'I. All I knew a.t that time was t.ha.t he ,,·as employed at 
the ,Vhite House. 

)fr. Ihsu. Did you come to know that he was an assistant to l\fr. 
Haldeman? . 

)Ir. SEGRETI'I. I did, but. that was much later into 1972. 
Mr. D.\SH. ~ow, after the series of contents you ham included in 

yom· statement, you did in fact come to ,vashington on ,Tune 23, 197L 
to meet with )fr. Strachan and l\fr. Chapin? 

)Ir. SEGRETTI. )Ir. Dash, I am not quite certain of the- exact date on 
that., but it is approximately that period of time. 

)Ir. D.\Slr. Do yon recall ,Yhere you met :Mr. Chapin? 
:Mr. SEGrn:rrr. I had dinner with )fr. Chapin and )[r. Strachan 

at )Cr. Strachan's residence. 
)fr. DA$!I. And it was at t.hat time that. l\fr. Chapin began to dis

cuss with yon the job opportunities that. he had bet'n t{11king to you 
about. on the telephone, '? 
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I called him up and I asked him if he knew of anyborly that might 
want to get involved in political activity. He g .. ne me the name of an 
individual, and I called him up ancl lie said he ,vas not interested. That 
was the extent of it. 

Senator IN017YE. Diel you describe to the district attorney the scope 
of your political activity~ · 

l\fr. SEGRETTI. No: I clicl not. 
Senator INOUYE. 'Before the election day, besides l\Ir. Chapin, l\Ir. 

Strachan, and Mr. Porter, ,vere there others in the 1Vh..ite House who 
were a ware of your sabotage activities 1 

Mr. SEGRETTI. Senator, I did not know l\fr. Porter. I have nenr met 
Mr. Porter. As a matter of fact, before all this publicity, I did not even 
know the name of Mr. Porter. 

Senator IxoUYE. Besides :Mr. Chapin, l\Ir. Strachan, and l\Ir. Dean, 
were there others who were aware of them? 

Mr. S.eGRETTI. If there were, I have no :knowledge of that. 
Senator INOUYE. Besides Mr. Ka.Imbach, l\Ir. Hunt, ancl l\Ir. Liddv. 

were there others in the Committee To Re-Elect the President who 
were aware of your special activities~ 

.Mr. SEGRETTI. I don't know whether ?ifr. Kalmbach was at anv 
time. So far as l\Ir. Hunt, his knowledge of what I was doing was ex
tremely limited. Mr. Liddy's knowledge of what I was doing or l\Ir. 
Leonard, if that is l\fr. Liddy-and I assume at this time that it was
was also extremely limited. 

Senator INOUYE. In mid-November of 1972, l\Ir. Dean is supposed to 
have offered you a job in Montego Bay for about $35,000. · 

Mr. SEGRETTI. "What was that date again, Senatod 
Senator IX-OUYE. Mid-November 1972. 
M:r. SEGRE'ITI. That is about the time frame; yes,sir. 
Senator INOUYE. What was the purpose ofthis1 
Mr. SEGRE'ITI. The purpose of him offering me a job~ 
Senator INOUYE. "\Vas this to get you out of town 1 
Mr. SEGRETTI. It could have been, It was not communicated to me as 

uch, but that could very well have been the reason. 
Senator INOUYE. Do you know a l\Ir. Alex Shipley? 
Mr. SEGRETTI. Yes, I do. 
Senator INOUYE. Mr. Shipley has indicated that you said the fol

lowing: "Nixon knows that something is being done. It is a typical 
deal. Don't tdl me anything and I won't talk." 

What clid you mean by this, sir 1 
l\Ir. SEGRETTI. I am not really sure, Senator. For one thing, that state

ment is attributed to me and it occurred 2 years ago, practically. l\Ir. 
Shipley at that time when I-I knew him in the military service. At 
the time I contacted him, he apparently, as soon as I contacted him. 
contacted a friend of his who was on the Democratic staff committee or 
something, and subsequently contacted the "\Yashington Post to tell 
them that somebody had contacted l\Ir. Shipley. So it is really hard for 
me to really say what I meant by that, for the reason that I don't 
really recall saying t.hat. 

Senator IxoUYE. Weren't you trying to recrnit l\fr. Shiple.d 
Mr. SEnRETII. Yes, I was, but I had no knowledge whether l\fr. 

Nixon or President Nixon knew anything that I did. ·-
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Senator WEICKER. I see. I have no further questions . 
. .Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to extend the hearing but I 

think I want to make sure our record is clear. I think, as our record 
from a prior phase of this hearing already shows, that the only rea
son the FBI gave, and the U.S. attorney gave, for not pursuing this 
particular matter is there was a belief that dirty tricks did not involve 
riminal behavior. · .· 

Mr. Segretti, you now have pleaded guilty,have younot1 
Mr. SEGRETII. That is right. 
:Mr. DASH. In the U.S. district court. To what have you pleaded 

guilty~ 
Mr. SEGR.."'TT!. To three counts of 18 U.S.C. 612, which is distributing 

or causing to be published unauthorized campaign literature, in other 
ords, not properly attributed to the source. 
Mr. DASH. And if, in fact, Mr. Silbert had pursued all of the ques

tions he could have pursued concerning your activities, your testimony 
before this committee is you would have told him everything that you 
have done. You would not have withheld anything from )Ir. Silbert ? 

l\fr. SEGRETTI. ·well, I do not know how I would have acted-reacted 
to that. I may have taken the fifth amendment at some point. I just do 

"not know. 
Mr. DASH. But you did not have that opportunity because :Mr. Sil-

bert did not pursue all these questions with you; did he~ 
l\fr. SEGRErn. No, he did not. 
:Mr. DASH. I have no further questions. 
Senator ERVIN. I understood you to say you told :Mr. Silbert you 

had engaged in certain activities for which you had been paid by 
Mr. Kalmbach, and you outlined in a general way what the nature of 
those activities were. 

Mr. SEGRETTI. Very general, Senator. 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. And there was nothing to ,prevent him from 

asking you any further questions if he had had any desire t-0 learn any 
mofe~ 

Mr. SEGRETTI. No. I believe that is correct. The door may have opened 
at that point. ~ 

Senator ERVIN. Any further questions~ 
Mr. Segretti, I want to thank you on behalf of the committee for 

the cooperation that you have given us-the full cooperation. You 
have answered all our questions freely, including those ,vhere you re
lied on the attorney-client privilege that existed between you and John 
Dean, and it has been very helpful to the committee. You apparently 
made a frank disclosure of things, and you have not tried, so far as I 
can tell, to evade answering any question you thought we were entitled 
to have answered. 

Mr. SEGRETTI. Thank you, Senator. I would like to say it certainly 
has not been easy for me or anybody in my position to make some of 
these disclosures because, certainly. I regret sincerely many of the acts 
I was engaged in. However, I do feel it was necessary, and hope.fully 
this will, to some extent, in the future prevent other individuals from 
getting in the posture that I am today. 

I do feel a benefit from these hearings, at least in this area, will more 
or less cleanse the system for some time to come. Thank you. 
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He told me a number of things, and I have tried to make a list of 
them here and I will giYe them to you. He told me about the general 
facts of the surwillance of the Democratic X ational Committee heacl
qtrn,~ter·s, the fact that the Hmvard .Johnson :Hotel had been employed 
as a listening post, rhe fact that a hotel room in the "\Vatergate Hotel 
had been found which had some of the burglars' possessions in it. The 
fact that they used fictitious names and papers, and that they had 
large quantities of money in $100 bills. He told me about the fact that 
Hunt had a safe still at the "'White House, and then I testified previ
ously to the meetings, the meeting which we held Monday afternoon 
to try to determine the facts with regard to Hunt's employment at the 
1Vhite House, and that was as a resttlt of a report from Mr. Dean. 

Senator 1IoxroYA. "'Well, did you feel, 1Ir. Ehrlichman-I do not 
want to go into all the details-did you feel ::Ur. Dean was telling you 
almost everything he was uncovering on a day-by-day basis~ 

Mr. EHRLICHNAN". That was certainly my assumption, ,Senator, yes. 
Senator l\foN"TOYA. Did this continue after the first 2 weeks? 
l\fr. EHRLICHl\IAN. No, sir; before very long I left the city, I believe 

it was the 26th-well, I will have to check that. Well, of course the 
24th and 25th I was away. The President went to Harrisburg to seethe 
results of the Agnes flood and we were gone those 2 days, and then 
the 29th I left for a trip to Springfield, Ill., Lansing, Mich., northern 
California, and finally ended up at San Clemente. 

n Senator MONTOYA. I think ,ve can save some time, l\fr. Ehrlichman; 
just want to go through with you, the communications that you 

ad with Mr. Dean with respect to Watergate over the long span up 
until April 15, 1973. 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. All right, sir. I think-
Senator l\foNTOYA. I mean in a general wav. 
Mr. EHRLICIIl\IAN. I have that in summary form and perhaps I can 

give that to yon rather quickly. In the month of .June I saw him nine 
times, and eight of those times related to Watergate. 

Senator l\foNTOYA. All right. 
l\Ir. Eunuc1nrAN. In the month of Julv. I saw him three times and 

only two times related to Watergate. In~ the month of August, four 
times of which two--no, pardon me, none related to "'\,Vatergate. Sep
tember, three times, and I am not able to tell you as to what. One of 
those meetin!.,rs was with regard to the foreign grain sales and I don't 
know what the other two were. October, I sa,v him twice; once was the 
Common Cause lawsuit and I don't know what the other one was. 

L
November, I saw l.1. im four times; one was with reg.ard to the 1Vater
gate, two with regard to Segretti which I guess you lump into that 
general subject. December, five times, twice on the subject of ,v ater
gate. 

January, seven times of which Watergate could be considered to 
have been the subject of three of those meetings. February, five times, 
three of which, including La Costa, were on the subject of "'Watergate. 
March, three times, and one of those times was with regard to the 
Hunt blackmail; well, actually two of those were, and the other one 
the question of testimonial appearance. 

Senator l\foNTOYA. ·was that in l\Iarch ? 
l\fr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Yes, sir. 
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tlrn whole picture, be set down on paper and released, and I have gone 
through my notes oi meetings at which this subject was discussed, and 
can say that on at least eight occasions the President made that 
request. . 

Senator INOUYE. Did the President ever receive satisfaction i 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, sir, and, I think, one of those occasions was 

ust prior to his sending John Dean to Camp David and set all this 
down in March of this year, but he asked Clark :MacGregor to do this 

· back in September, he asked for a statement on a narrow part of 
this, on Segretti, in November. In November later in the month, 
around Thanksgiving time he asked that, in response to a letter that 
he had received from a friend about this expressing real concern about 
it he said that, he wanted this cleaned up before the Congress came 
back, that a complete definitive statement go out. He did the same 
thing ,again on December 8 where he instructed John Dean to do a 
Watergate summary. He did the same thing on December 11 and said 
he wanted that statement by Christmas. Again he did it prior to our 

· meeting in La Costa on February 10 and one of the major purposes 
of that meeting was to impress upon Mr. Dean the urgency for such 

La statement. He did it_ again in my presence in a conference with 
George Bush on Ma_· rch 20, and again on i\farch 22 in this meeting 
that Mr. Mitchell, Dean, Haldeman, and I had with the President 
where he said that he wanted John Dean to complete such a state
ment by that weekend. 

Senator INOUYE. Were you a,vare, when did you become aware of 
the President's request to Mr. MacGregor? 

Mr. EHRLICHl\fAN. On September 13. 
Senator INOUYE. Didn't you know at that time Mr. MacGregor 

hadn't any information to give? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, the information had been given in Mr. 

MacGregor's presence and in the President's presence by the Attorney 
General, J\fr. Kleindienst on the previous day, at which time Mr. Klein
dienst assured the Cabinet and Mr. MacGregor and others assembled 
that in point of fact no one in the "White House was involved, that 
the investigation had been extremely vigorous by the Department of 
Justice, that the seven persons responsible had, in fact, been indicted, 
and he gave a total endorsement to the method of investigation, and 
the results of that investigation. 

The President felt that there were ample facts available at that 
point for Mr. MacGregor to do a definitive statement. 

Senator INOUYE. How do you respond to Mr. MacGregor's state
ment that he was "lied to" hy you. 

Mr. EuRLICHMAN. Well, I think that what Mr. MacGregor has 
done, I saw that in the press over the weekend, Mr. MacGregor has 
said, "Yes, they asked me to make a statement back in July, August, 
and September but I should have known about the CIA and I should 
have known about the special unit, and I should have known about 
other things that were happening in the ·white House." It seems to 
me that, if I may say so, that is an irrelevancy. In point of fact, back 
in the convention and immediately after the convention days, and fol
lowing- up on the Attorney GeneraFs complete report on September 
12 to the President, Mr. MacGregor and others, that Mr. MacGregor 
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UHITED STATES DISTRICT COUHT 
MIDDLE DISTRIC'r OF FLORIDA 

TAUPA Dr.fI3IOLl 

UNITED STATES OF ANERICA c-~ 828-73 
v. 

DONALD H. SEGRETTI 

C!,SE NO. 73- / 5] -CR-T- /~ 
(18 USC 612,~71),/ 

t: t '; F f' 
I , t. - !,.J 

The Grand Jury che.rges: 

COUHT ONE Ji\:iiE.S r. ox.:::.Y. t\-=P'. 

From on or about December l, 1971, throu 1~h 

M~rch 14, 1972, in Pinellas County, Florida, Hillsboroug~ 

County, Florida, and elsewhere in the Eiddle District 

of Florida, 

DONALD H. SEGRETTI, 

the defenda....-1.t, together with Robert 1,:elton Benz, and 

George A. Hearing, named herein a.s co-conspirators but. 

not as defendants, and others presently unknown to the 

Grand Jury, did .wilfully and Jr.nowingly conspire, combine, 

confederate aJ?-d_ agree ~ogetger and with each other to 
. - 0 

commit offenses against the United States, that is, to 

wilful".!.y cause to be published and distributed letters, 

cards and posters which did not contain the na.~es of 

the persons, associations, com.~ittees or corporations 

responsible for the publication or distribution of the 

same, and relating to and conce!'!ling persons who had 

publicly declared their intentions to, see% the office 

of President of the United States in a primary slect~on 

and convention of a political party and ·,:ho ca.used a.>1:i 

permitted the:!.r L>1tentions to do so to ':Je publ:!.cl.:; 

de.cla:ced; a:-id in :furthe!"e.nce o:- said cons~i:cac:; &..nd in 

order ".;O e~fec-: the ')bj-:;c~s. t!":ereo~, the C'J!""~spira.:c~s 
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l. On or about December· 1, 1971, at the 

Causeway Inn in Hillsboroug.'1 County, Florida, Donald H. 

SeGretti and Robert Melton Benz had a conversation, at 

which time they discussed the disruption o.t the car:i.f)aigns 

of Senators Henry Jackson and Edmund Muskie. 

2. On or about December 1, 1971, Donald H. 

Segretti paid to Robert Melton Benz ;50.00 for the 

,vark to be done in the disruption of the said ,campaigns. 

3. On or about February 12, 1972, Robert 

Melton Benz attended a political rally .for Governor 

George Wallace in Pinellas Cou..."lty, Florida, and. 

distributed cards which stated nif you ,like Hitler, 

you'll love Wallace Vote for Muskie." 

4. On or about February 20, 1972, Donald H. 

Segretti mailed a letter a.n.d a supply of Citizens for 

Muskie stationery and envelopes to Robert Melton Benz 

in Hillsborough Coun~y, Flo~ida. 

5. On or about February 25, 1972, Donald H. 

Segretti caused a letter which was printed upon Citizens 

for Muskie stationery to be distributed in the Middle 

District of Florida, and elsewhere. The letter alleged 

that certain office equipment and personnel from 

Congressman Gibbons' office were being utilized at the 

Muskie headquarters in Tampa, Florida. 

6. On or about February 25, 1972, Robert 

Melton Benz gave to George A. Hearing the Citizens for 

Muskie stationery and~ proposed letter for the purpose 

of having the proposed letter printed on the said 

stationery. 
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·7. on or about M:t !'Ch 1, 1)72, [j(X, [;,Jr::; which 

sti.ltcd "IIclp fil,_tside Support Busin3 Our Children Ifow" 

were received in the mi.lil at T·'.l.rr.pa, Florida, by Robert 

Melton Benz. 

8. From on or about March 1, 1972, thro 1;_gh 

March 14, 1972, George A. Hearing and Robert Melton 

Benz distributed said posters in the Middle District 

of' Florida. 

9. On or about March 11, 1972, George A. 

Hearing distributed through the mails to ,,arious 

persons ..rithin the Middle District of Florida and 

elsewhere a lette1· printed upon Citizens for Muskie 

stationery which pertained to Senators Henry M. Ja.ckson 

and Hubert H. Hu.~phrey. 

All in violation of Title 18, United States 

Code, Sections 612 and 371. 

COUNT TWO 

~-On or about February 12, 1972/ in P'i".c,,, a;; 

County, Florida, in the Middle District of Florida, 

DONA.LD H. SEGRETTI 

did willfull
0
y cause to be published and distributed a 

card relating to Senator Edmund S. Huskie and Governor 

George Wallace,~rho had publicly declared their 

intentions to seek the office of President of the 

United States in a primary election or convention of a 

' political party, and said card did not contain the 

names of the persons, associations, corrLmittees or 

corporations responsible for the publication or dis

tribution of the same; all in violation of Title 18, 

Unit~d States Code, Sections 612 and 2. 
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COUNT THREE 

On or about Febru::i.ry 25, 1972, __ !n Hillsborough 

County, Florida, in the Middle District of Florida, 

DONALD H. SEGRETTI 

did wilfully cause to be published and distributed a 

letter relating to Sena tor Ed'.":lund S. l;;uskie, w1:lo had 

publicly declared his intention to seek the office of 

President of the United States in a primary election 

or convention of a political party~and said letter 

did not contain the na~es of the persons, associations, 

committees or corporations responsible for the publi

cation or distribution of the sa~e; all in vi.elation 

of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 612 and 2. 

COUNT FOUR 

On or abc:rnt March ll, 1972,rin Hillsborough 

County, Florida, in the Middle District or Florida;J 
_J 

DONALD H. SEGRETTI 

did wilfully cause to be published and distributed a 

letter relating to Senators Henry M. Jackson and 
.r 

Hubert H. Humphrey,: Nho had publicly declared their 
c_ 

intentions to seek the office of President of the United 

States in a primary election or convention of a political 

party, and said letter did not contain the names of the 

persons, associations, committees or corporations 

responsible for the publication or distribution of the 

same; all in violation of Title 18, United States Code, 

.Sections 612 and 2. 
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32. In November 1972 Howard Ht.mt telephoned Charles Colson. Colson 

recorded the conversation. Ht.mt discussed with Colson the need to make 

additional payments for the defendants in United States v. Liddy. 

Ht.mt said: 

[T]his is a long haul thing and the stakes are 
very, very high and I thought that you would want to 
know that this thing must not break apart for foolish 
reasons •••• 

We're protecting the guys who are really respon
sible ••• but at the same time, this is a two way 
street and as I said before, we think that now is the 
time when a move should be made and surely the cheapest 
commodity available is money. 

Colson gave a tape recording of the conversation to John Dean. Dean 

has testified that on or about Noveni>er 15, 1972 he met with John 

Ehrlichman and H. R. Haldeman at Camp David, Maryland and played the 

recording for them. Ehrlichman has testified that he does not recall 

ever hearing the recording. Dean also has testified that immediately 

after the meeting at Camp David, he met with John Mitchell regarding 

the defendants' money demands and played the recording for him. 
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EXHIBIT Xo. 152 

Conversation ,vith Howard Hunt, bte November.1972 
H .... Hi, 
C. How we doing? 
IT. Oh, about as ·.vell as coul(l l>e expected. Ho"· 9.r,; yon? 
C. Just ubo:tt the sarne. Trying· to hold the pieees together. 
H. Congratulations on your victory. 
C. Thank you. I'm sorry that we haven't been celebrating it together with some 

good champagne ancl some goocl Scotch, but ... 
H. There may yet come a time. 
C. There may. I assure you. Before you say anything, let me say a couple things. 

One, I don't know what is going on here, other tha·n, I am told that everybody 
is going to come out alright. That's all I know. I've deliberately not asked 
any specific questions, for this reason. That I have my own icleas ahont how 
things will turn out and I'm not worried about them and you shouldn't be, 
but I've always thought that if it came to an open trial, that I woulcl want 
to be free to come into it ancl character and tt>stimony and etc. etc. This way, 
the.less details I know of what's going on in some ways the better. 

H. I appreciate that. 
C. If you follow. So, I have tried to stay out of asking specific questions and it's 

very hard for me to do that for the rea.<;on that you're an old and dear frienc1 
and I'm sure you regredt [sic] the day I ever recommended you to the White 
1Iouse. 

H. Not in the least, Chuck, I'm just sorry that it turned out the way it did. 
C. Well, I am too, obviously and I hope to hell you had nothing to do with it 

and I've clung to that belief and have told people that ancl if you did have 
anything to do with it, I'm goddamn sure it's because yon were doing what 
you were told to do. 

H. That's exactly right ... 
C. Because you're a loyal soldier obviously and always have been 
H. "'\Vould you be willing to receive a memorandum from me? 
C. Yea ... the only ... 
H. Because I think it might help you. 
C. Except there are things you may not want to tell me. 
H. No, there's really nothing I don't want to tell you. I would think that you 

could receive this memorandum, read it and destroy it. · 
C. Nope. 
H. You couldn't do that? 
C. Nope. The reason I can't is the same reason your letter to me, when I got 

that and then I was asked by Federal authorities, did ... had I had any 
communication and I said yea I've received this letter and here it is. I can't 
and you can't get in the position where you're purguring [sic]. 

H. No, of course not. And I'm afraid .John :Mitchell has already done. 
C. TlJe problem is, yon see, I don't want to get into the position of knowing 

something that I don't now know for the reason that I want to be perfectly 
free to help you and the only way I can help you is to remain as completely 
unknowing as I am. See, my problem ... let me tell you the problem. Is 
that ... I could do you a lot more good by not ... by hone,;t;ly being able 
to testify that I don't know, I just don't know the answer and I don't. And 
right now I don't know anything about the goddamn Watergate. :\'ow, sup
posing Teddy Kennedy holds his hearings and I get callecl up there. Well, I 
can't refuse to answer and I wouldn't. I'd answer I just don't know. I have 
no idea what happened and I don't. 

H. Of course I'm never goingto be put on the stand, as it stands now. 
C. That's right. 
H. And so I won't have the opportunity to say one thing or another. 
C. You don't want to. 
H. You wouldn't be willing to talk to my attorney? Wouldn't that be a differ

ent affair? 
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C. Uh , I don't know, Howard . I don 't know whether it. is or it isn't. He would 
know best . · 

II. That was a suggestion of his. 
C. Well, hell , I'll talk to him. That's not a problem. I'll be glad to talk to him. 

I'm sure that you 're being watched. 
IL Oh, I am too. 
C. Arnl not by feder-al authorities. I'm sure the Washington Post is watching 

you. 
H. Oh, yea. ·well, the rf'ason I called you was to make .... to get back to the 

beginning here is because of commitments that were made to all of us at the 
onset, have not been kept, and ther e's a great deal of unease and concern on 
the p-art of 7 defendants [sic] and, I'm quite sure, rue least of all. Ilut thf're's 

· a great deal of financial expense that has not been covered and what we've 
been getting has been coming in very minor gibs and drabs and Parkison, 
who 's been the go between with my attorney, doesn't seem to be very effective 
and we're now reaching a point of which ..... 

[ 

C. Okay, don 't tell me any more. Because I understand and .... · 
H. These people ha-ve really got to ... this is a long haul thing and the stakes 

are very very high and I thought that you would want to know that this thing 
must not break apart for foolish reasons. Oh, no ... 

C. Oh, no, e,·erybody ... 
H. ,,rhile we get third, fourth hand reassurances, still the ready is not avail· 

albe [sic]. That's the basic problem. 
C. I follow you. Okay, yon told me all I need to know and I can . , . the less I 

know really of. ... what happened, the more more help I can be to you. 
H. Alright, now we'\·e set a deadline now for close of business on the 25th of 

NO\'ember for the resolution on the liquidation of everything that's out
standing . And this . .. they're now talking about promises from July and 
August. It just has bef'n an apparent unconcern . Of course we can understand 
some hesitancy prior to the election , but there doesn't seem to be any of that 
now. Of course we're wen aware of the upcoming problems of the Senate 
and ... 

C. That 's where it gets hairy as hell. See, for your information, Howard, ... of 
course this thing has hurt us all because everybody ... it's just unfortunate 
as hell, but the Democrats made such an issue ou~ of the whole ... 

H. ,ven, on the other band, it kept them from the real issues. 
C. Well, I always thought when I write my memoirs of this campaign, that Im 

[sic] going to say that the Watergate was brilliantly conceived as an escapade 
tha ,t would divert the Democrats' attention from the rf'al issues and therefore 
permit us to win a landslide that we probably wouldn't have had otherwise. · 
Seriously ... 

H . Whether yoc believed it or not. 
C. No, listen, I think there's a good bit of validity to that . 
H . I do too . 
C. Dumb bastards were on an issue that the public couldn't care less about. 
H. See, I haven't known at any time what sort of an input yon were getting 

from Dean ancl other people about who was responsible .... 
C. :\Iinimum. 
H. . .. about who was responsible for all this. 
C. :Minimum for very good reasons because if somebody told me ... let me tell 

you· the position I'm in. "Whether I stay in the White House for a while or 
whether I leave, doesn't matter, I want to be in a position to help you. 
Okay, that mea ns I have to opf'nly talk to people and no matter who it is, 
from a character standpoint or anything elst', be able to say things about you 
that I \Vant t-0 say. Now, I can't do that the moment I know something that 
makes It impossible for me to talk to people and the moment that I know 
somethin g that makes it impossible for me to talk to people , then I've got to 
be kept in the background and can't talk and I want •to talk, so long as I 
can help you mHl I'm going to see that you don't get a bad break out of this 
and I'll tf'll you ~ometime about that. 

H. I would hope that somewhere along the line the people who were paralyzed 
initial!:, by this within the White Honse could now start to give some creative 
thinking to the affair and some affirmative action for Christ sake . 

C. That's true. 
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I-I. I think now is the time for it and we eX'I)ect it now ancl we want it and the 
election is out of the way, the initial terror of the number of people has 
subsided. Snme people have already left the Administration and that's all to 
the good. ·So, now it's pared down to the point where a few people ought to 
really be able to concentrnte on this and get the go(ldam thing out of the 
way once nn,l for all bec,wse I don't ,;vant to bore yon with what it's been 
H:,E', but it hasn't been plea.,;ant for any of ns. 

C. .Tesus Christ, I know it. I hope you're cloing some writing to keep yourself 
busy. 

H. Oh, I mu. I don't know if anything will ever come of it, but it's a good ... 
it keeps my mind from my plight, let's put it that way. So that I was never 
clear in my own mind, and I'm still not, and ... that one of the initial out
puts that I had read about was that while this is done by a bunch of wild 

[ 

assed guys ancl so forth ... well, that's fine for.we're pr.otecting the guys who 
are really responsible, but now that that's ... and of course that's a con
tinuing requirement, but at ·the same time, this is a two way street and as 
I saicl before, we think that now is the time when a move should be made 
and surely the cheapest commodity available :is money. These lawyers have 
not been paid, there are large sums of money outstanding. That's the prin
cipal thing. Living allowances which are due ,again on the 31st of this month, 
we want that stuff well in hand for some months in advance. I think these 
are all reasonable requests. They're all promised in advance and reaffirmed 
from time to time to my attorney and so forth, so in turn J:'ve been giving 
commitments to the people who look to me and .... 

C. I'm reading you. You don't need. to be more specific. 
H. I don't want to belabor it. 
C. No, it isn't a question of that, it's just that the less speciis [sic] I know, the 

better off I am . . . we are, you are. 
H. So, Parkison is out of town until next Monday, at which time a memorandum 

is going to be laid on him and he's going to be made aware ... 
C. I'll tell you one thing I've ·said to people, and I just want you to know this 

hecause I think it's important. I've told people the truth that I've known you 
for a long time, that I've considered you a personal friend, you're a person 
in whom I've had high regard and high confidence, a patriot, real patriot, 
and that had you ever been the one mastermineding [sic] this, it never would 
have fallen apart, that the reason tha·t I am convinced, and I told this to the 
federal authorities on the grand jury, the reason that I'm convinced that 
you Howard Hunt never had a goddamn thing to do with this or if; you did, 
it was on the peripheries, is that if you ever did it, you would do it a lot 
smarter than .this and that I've know [sic] .... 

H. Chuck, if I hacl had my say, it never would have been done at all. Let me 
put it that way. 

C. Say no more. 
H. . .. the position of ,another fellow too. 
C. Say no more. 
H. . .. high risk ballgame. 
C. Well obviously I never knew about ... 
H. That's right and I've always maintained to my attorney who of course has 

my complete confidence in this matter, that you absolutely had nothing to 
do with it. 

C. If I had ever known it was coming I would have said to you as a friend, 
if some asshole wants to do this, fine, but don't you get involved. I mean, 
if you and I, if we've ever had a conversation like that, I would have said, 
my God, ... but the point I've made is that you're a smart ... among 
many other qualities, you are n. brilliant operator and brilliant operators 
just don't get into this kind of a thing, so I've held and I was asked . . . 
and this is why I don't want to know any different, this is why I was asl,ed 
hy -the Bure-au, well, what about Hunt? And I could honestly say, look, I've 
known this guy a long time, he's a very smart fellow and I can't for the life 
of me conceive that he would eve!' get himself into this kind of situation, so 
I want to be able t-0 stay in that position. ·That's why I don't want you to 
tell me anything beyond that. Give my 10.-e to Dorothy, will you? 

H. All right I will. 
C. I know it's hard-0n you and the kids and .... 
H. It's awful tough. My daughter up at Smith is really getting a rough time. 
C. Is she really? 
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H. Very, very hard time. 
C. Well, you know, I'll tell you, I find it's only the rough experiences in life 

and you've had your share of them, god knows, that really harden you and 
make something out of you, and yon learn by them and become a bettei· man 
for it an•l we'll talk abm1t that. You'll come out of this fine, I'm positive of 
that. 

H. \Yell, I want all of us to come out of it, including you. 
C. My position, I suppose has been hurt in one sense, that I've been publicly but 

obviously people around here know I didn't have anything to do with it, 
but so be it. We'll all come out of it, don't worry about that. That's the last 
thing to worry about and I understand this message ... 

H. If; you can do anything about it ... I would think the sooner they can 
get moving on it the better. Good to talk to you. I'll discuss with Bittman 
whether he still feels he needs to talk with you. . 

C. Alright and as soon as I feel that the situation, the future of the thing 
is clear enough that you and I can get together, we'll damn well do it, 
but I don't want to do it pre-maturely because it will limit my ability to 
help you. 

H. Chuck, I understand tha:t completely. L [sic] That's why I never tried to get 
in touch with you. 

C. Im [sic] in a better position to help you if I can honestly swear nnder [sic] 
oath, which I can do, because I don't know a goddamn thing about it and I 
don't. And as long as I'm in that position then I can say what kind of a guy I 
think Howard Huhnt [sic] is and why I think this is a bum wrap. 

H. Okay. Is your family alright? 
C. Doing fine. 
H. Your boy's doing well in school I understand. 
C. Doing great and he's at Princeton. He's taking a lot of heat, just like your 

talking about. · 
H. Oh, he must have. 
C. When ... 
H. The only counsel I can give my daughter is that people that will do that 

sort of thing are the kind who would pull the wings off flys and they're 
not really the sort of people she would really want to have as friends or even 
associates in any case. 

C. I said the same thing to my son. when the indictments were announced, • 

H. 
C. 

H. 
C. 

H. 

C. 
H. 

hi> said everyhod:v-at Princeton said. "oh, you're old man heat the wrap" ... 
Isn't that great? Doesn't that make yon feel wonderful? I said the same 
thing to him and he's gotten so he doesn't ... he figures that the price 
you pay for serving your country and you take the good with the bad. so 
if; you believe in what you're doing, that has to be the ultimate consola-
tion for all of us. 
It does indeed. Are you going to be ahle to take some time off? 
God, I hope so, howard [sic]. I'm planning to in December some time. If I can 
possibly g-et out of here. Well. you take care of yourself and don't let it 
get you. Don't let it wear down that great spirit and we got the President 
in for four years and thank God for the country we do. 
Exactly. 
You know. when yon go to sleep at night. yon can put up with a lot of per
sonal grief if yon think that ... there are always things bigger than your
self. That's really true. The moment in life when things are not bigger than 
yourself, then you're all washed nn. E',en I know that. 
I know. I spent a lifetime serving my country and in a sense I'm still 
doing it. 
Damn right. Alt·ight, pal. we'll be talking to you. 
Okay. 
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Mr. SAcns. That Mr. Bittman was paid. 
Mr. DASH. Yes, orthat l\[r. Bittman was paid. 
Mr. IfoxT. $15fi,OOO. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vould you submit to us a statement of the details that 

you were giving us 11 moment ago? I think it would. help us expedite 
the questioning. 

Mr. SAcns. We will be glad to.* r:1\fr. DASH. Yes. 
Now., did you ever call 1\fr. Colson to complain about the problems 

f the payment of fees? 
Mr. HuNT. I did. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall when you made that call? 
Mr. HuNT. On N orember 24 last. 
Mr. DASH. Now, do you have a copy of the transcript that Mr. 

Colson made of the telephone call i 
Mr. HuNT. I do. 
Mr. DASH. During that call what, in effect, were vou telling Mr. 

Colson. why did you make that call 1 
Mr. HUNT. I made the call, Mr. Dash because my wife had indicated 

to me because she had been placed in a very false and difficult position 
vis-a-vis the Cubans and the other people who were or had become 
her "clients," she was unwilling to continue in the role that she had 
agreed to accept at the urging of :Mr. Rivers, that is to say to be the 
go-between. 

She felt also that perhaps because she was a woman, her words, her 
urgings, her representations were receiving insufficient weight or were 
not being seriously enough received by whoever the sponsors were. and 
it was in that spirit tliat she asked me to communicate with Mr. Colson, 
which I did. 

Mr. DAsH. All right. 
Now, on page 3 of that transcript, did you say the following: 
All right, now we've set a deadline now for close of business on the 2.5th of 

November-

And I take it it is a deadline to recein funds-
for the resolution on the liquidation of ever:,thing that is ontstimding. And this
they're now talking about promises from .July anrl Au1rnst. It just has ileen nn 
apparent unconcern. Of cour;:e, we can undf.'r;,tand snme hesitanrJ· prior to thP 
el~tion, but there doesn't seem to be any of that now. Of course, we are weir 
a ware of the upcoming problems of the Senate. 

Did you make that stafa'ment during that call·? Does this transcript, 
by the way, reflect, to your recollection the conversation you had with 
Mr. C?lson? You will recall we showed you that transcript during the 
executive session. 

Mr. HuxT. I do, Mr. Dash. '-
Mr. DAsH. You have had a chance to read it? 
Mr. HuNT. Yes. sir. 
Mr. DAsH. What is yonr answer to my question whether that state

ment wns made as it annears in the transcrint?. 
Mr. HuNT [conferring with counsell. I have no specific recollection 

of making the st::itement. Mr. Dash. H o.-,;e-.:er. inasnrnch as it amwars 
in a transcript I accept it in rrood faith and will sav under those 
circumstances that I made the statement. · 

•Not received at time of publication. 
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Mr. DASH. Now , let me just make one further reference on page 5 
if you will look at the top where you say-

,ven, that is fine for we are prot ecting th e guy s who are re,1l!y resp o!1si!.>h>, hnt 
now tha t th ,tt°~- :rnd of course that is a C'ont iimin:; r eqt,irement, hut at the 
same time, th is is a tw o-way street and as I sa id before, we think that now· is 
the time when a move should be made and surely the cheapest cornrnotlity avail
able is money. 

Do you see that statement 1 · 

L Mr. H1;-sT. Yes, sk 
l\~r. DASH. ·lVould y_?u ~dopt that as something you would have said 

durmg that conversat10n? . · 
Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. Mr. Chairman, just 1 minute. I am not sure I under-

stand. The question is that one you would have said or did say-- · 
Mr. DASH. He did say in the transcript. · 
Mr. Hu"NT. I will accept that as a statement that I made. 
l\fr. DAsu. Now, after you stopped receiving funds from various 

supporting sonrces did Mr. Bittman ask for more funds from yon i 
l\Ir. H1;NT. l\fr. Bittman informed me of the current state of my 

deficit balance with him, yes. 
Mr. D.Asu. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have this conversation 

with Howard Hunt of late November 1972, which was recorded by 
Mr. Colson . identified as an exhibit and entered in evidence. 

Senator Enn:-. . It will be received in evidence as an exhibit and 
appropriately numbered as such. . 

fThe document referred to was marked exhibit No.152.*] 
Senator B .\KER. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question about it just 

ve:y briefly. l\fr. Hunt, were you aware that this conversation was 
bemg recorded? 

l\fr. HuxT. No, sir. 
Senator BAKER. Did you-how did you come to know of its 

existence? 
Mr. Hmn. I can't recall whether I learned about it through the 

grand jurors or through this committee. 
Senator B..\KER. Could I ask counsel how "·e received it? 
Mr. DAsu.1Ve received this from l\Ir. Colson. 

·Senator RAKER. From 1\Ir. Colson? 
l\Ir. DASH. Yes, from Mr. Colson. 
Senator RurnR. Thank you. 
Mr. HuxT. I might say that J feel, in retrospect, I was s0t up on 

this one. 
Senator BAKER. I am sorry, I didn't hear you. 
Mr. HuxT . That I was set up, as it were. I had requested an oppor 

tunity to speak with Mr. Colson nnd the message I g-ot back was that 
if I wonlcl call him from a phone booth at a particular time, on a par
ticular day, he would sneak ·with me. Obviously, he had his recording 
eqnipment runni1w at that time. 

· Senator RA1rnn. Do you have any reason to suspect that any part of 
the transcript. is not co-rrect? · 

Mr. HuNT. No, sir. 
Senator BAKER. Thank you. 
•see p. 3888. 
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Ocen~ng Stat eroent of Charles W. Colson 
-~---' 
Before Select Com~ ittec on Pr eside n tia l 

Catrrp.::ig1.1 r-\cti .:J:i.ties, Urtited Stat es Se nate 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

stai:ement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 

of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I wil 1 also attempt, if I may, to give this Co:rm1i ttee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed vo11r ., . 

proceedings to d2te; it is clear that you are seeking to deter-

mine not only what in fact happened, but why ·and how these 

things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Demccratic ·National Co:mni.ttee h0adquarters on the radio. It 

-..-:2~'. S:,!~urd ay , Jun 2 17, 1972" I thou ght it was no more than an 

ordin2ry Lurgl2ry -- on e mare adJition to the D. C. crime 
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Secondly~ during the campaign -- on those few occasions 

,;,;hen the President and I did discuss Watergate he cormnented 

how relieved he was that no one in the White House had been 

involved. :Mr. Dean testified, based on one conversation with 

the President on September 15 that he believed that the Presi

dent was aware of the alleged cover-up. During this time the 

President never indicated in any conversation with me that he 

had~ reason to think that any White House personnel had been 

involved; he was pleased that, as a result of Mr. Dean's irives

tigation and the very extensive investigation by th~ Depart~ 

men,t of Justice, he _had been advised that there was · no White·_. 

House involvement. 

[:. Sometime -a-fter _-.the election, - I believe .. in a.lci,t.e November, 
· ... :· '. . .. ·, : . . ·. .. '··. ,·--. ··- _,. 

Hunt called my-office and asked to ta _lk to me. '":_I did not 

. -
take his call, but I believe I asked Hr •. Dean whether I should 

talk to him. I wanted ·· to do so out of personal friendship . 

and sympathy. Mr. Dean told me I should. I do not recall the 

precise circumstances, but my secretary's recollection is 

that after talking with Mr. Dean, I asked her to communicate 

. with Hunt I s lav;yer ·to advise Hunt to call ..1gain and I would talk 

to him.· I decided, however, that I would have to record the 
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conversation. I felt that any conversation with Hunt would 

nave to be a matter of record. The transcript of the conver-

s::tior1 [1:..1s be en pro-:1i de.d to yo1..::r s ta££ ancl, I cigl-1.t add, \·1a3 

turned over to the Federal -prosecutors in early Nay. 

As you will note from the transcript, Hr. Hunt asked 

if he could send me a memo. I told him not to, that anything 

he sent me would have to be turned over to ·the Federal inves

tigators. I did my best during the conversation to explain 

to Hunt that I did not want to be involved, that I was the 

principal target of press attempts to tie the Watergate to 

the White House. I tried to express my personal compassion 

to him as a friend,· but ·at the same time discourage him from 

19. 

imparting any information. He, no0.etheless, as .you ,,..;ill note "-
. . 

from the transcript, persisted. 

Some of the things he said should have aroused more 

concern on my part. The fact is, hmvever, that I was totally 

unaware of any of the post-Watergate activities that have 

b~en subsequently testified to. I did not know of rfr. Kalmbach I s 

inv a lveRent or indeed of any fund raising for the defendants. 

I did not know of the De an, Mitchell, Mardian, LaRue meetings, 
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or the contacts between Hr. Dean and others with the CIA and 

FBI. I did not know of the reported meetings then going on 

,;.:i t h i'·Ie ssrs. Ha lc:em2n, De an, Nitch2ll and Magruder. Had I 

20. 

then been aware of some of these things, Hunt's comments might 

have had more significance. I was, however, troubled by the 

very nature of the conversation and by Hr. Hunt's reference 

to cornmitments that had been made to him and to which I could 

only reply, "Okay, don't tell me anymore, I understand" or 

"I follow you, you've told me all I need to knm;,. 11 I assumed. 

at the time that if indeed there had been commitments, these 

were commitments made by the Cormnittee for the Re-election • . > 

· ·:The plain ' fact -..is ·that I was anxious to get off the 

phone -- . I really didn't want.him to tell me anything. I 
. . . 

merely wanted to tell him how sorry I was for him and to exRlain 

why I couldn't tc1lk :to him. _ As a result, many of his comments . 

just did not register with me then. 

In any event, I immediately called John Dean to tell 

him that r·was greatly troubled by the conversation, that if 

whai.: Hunt said was true, he, Dean, had better damn w£11 find 

ot.tt inmediately what was going on, particularly as to what the 

(416) 



21. 
32. 3 CHARLES COLSON DRAFT STATEMENT TO SSC, SEPTEMBER, 1973, 1, 18-21 

p :;ople at the Committee for th e Re-election were doing. · I 

s o.id I would have a transcript made of the conversation a·nd send 

it to him. Dean told me not to make a transcript but to send 

hi~r~. t11e ra\1 tape i ~r:~edlately. Sornet i rne later tha t a·ay or tt1e 

_next, Dean called to say that he would keep the tape, that I 

should do nothing further, that this was his responsibility and 

he would handle it. I assumed -- obviously incorrectly -- that 

Nr. Dean, was as eager to get to the truth of the Watergate as 

I was -- and as the President was. 

I faun~ anything of importance in the 

~sis tent with his responsibility. 

I assumed if Mr. Dean 

conversation, he would act 

I do not recall any other discussion during the month 

· of rfovember relating to 1·Jatergate. 

Shortly after the first of December, the President 

was becoming incre.asingly involved with the problems of the 

dete rio1·ating Paris peace negotiations. When the President ma.de 

his difficult decision to resume the bombing of North Vietnam 

in December, he began to devote virtually every waking hour to 

th2 day-to-day military activity and the on-going diplomatic 

L::it iatives. The Vietnam issue ,-:.:ts practically all-consuming 
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source of the money or whether it was campaign money or any of the 
details about the $22,000 that Stans had made available. I could not 
locate Strachan and Stans indicated that it should be picked up imme
diately but :I cannot recall at this time the reason he called for the 
immediacy. Accordingly, I asked :.\Ir. Fielding to pick up a package 
from Stans and give it to Strachan as soon as he could. 

I informed Stans that Fielding would be over to pick up the pack
age but he would not 1..-now what he was picldng up and when 1I later 
learned that Stans had informed Fielding I was somewhat annoyed 
because I felt it was unfair to Fielding. The money was then given 
by Fielding to Strachan but no final decision had been made regard
ing how to dispose of the $350,000 • 
. Having explained the status of the cash at the White House, I must 

now return to the pressure that was being,placed on the White House 
for the use of these funds which I have just described for payments 
to the seven indicted individuals. This pressure began long before 
election day in that Paul 0,Brien was receiving messages from ,vil
liam Bittman, Hunt's lawyer, that Hunt and others expected to have 
more support money and attorney's fees in exchange for continued 
silence. The initial payments by Kalmbach had not been sufficient. 
O)Brien reported this frequently to ·Mitchell, Mardian, LaRue, and 
myself. I, in turn, was reporting to Haldeman and Ehrlichman. 

There were discussions in late July, August, and September of using 
these ,funds at the White House for these payments. I informed Halde
man of these discussions, but they were still in the discussion stage and 
no action was taken. ·· 

r After the election, the pressure was greatly increased when Colson 
received a call from Mr. Hunt, which Colson recorded. Colson brought 
the recorded call to me and I, in turn, transcribed it onto a cassette 
tape. I have been informed by the committee counsel that the com
mittee has in its possession a transcript of the conversation between 
Colson and Hunt in which Hunt makes demands for money. On No
vember '15, I arranged a meeting with Haldeman and Ehrlichman so 

" that they could hear the tape of the conversation Colson had had with 
Hunt and also to inform them of the increased and now threatening 
demands that were being transmitted through Hunt's lawyer to Mr. 
O'Brien and in turn on to the White House. 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman were at Camp David at that time devel
oping the plans for fhe reorganization of the executive branch for the 
second term of the Nixon administration. I departed on the morning 
of November 15 for CamoDavid with .Mr. Walter .Minnick, who was 
going to Camp David to discuss the reorganization plans with Ehrlich· 
man. Mr. Minnick had been doing virtuallv all of the legal work at 
that time for Ehrl ichman on the reorganization plan and was a member 
of Ehrlichman's staff. In fact, I was somewhat surr>rised that the conn· 
seFs office had not been more invoh·ed. or involred at all, prior to that 
time in the reor~nization plans. After arriving at Camp David. 
Ehrlichman. Haldeman, and I went into the President's office in Laurel 
Lodze. which w:u: emntv. I have referred earlier to the fact that in this 
meeting the matter of Dwight Cha pin's remaining at the White Honse 
was discussed. 

It was after that discussion that I told them of the telephone con
versation between Hunt and Colson and played the tape for them and 
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also told them of the increasing demands being made for money. I told 
them I ,was going to New York that afternoon because Jiitchell had 
requested that I come visit him regarding the demands being made and 
told them I would also play the tape for him. Jfy instructions from 
this meeting were to tell Jiitchell to take care of all these problems. 

iWhen we came out of this private meeting, Ehrlichman told Jir. 
Jiinnick, who had been waiting to meet with him, that we had been 
talking about reorganization matters. This position vvas taken because 
Minnick was at Camp David for that purpose and it would seem to be 
a very logical thing that I might be discussing with Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman. In fact, in our private meeting there was no disc,;ssion 
of the reorganization at all. 

A'fter a brief discussion about reorganization matters, I departed 
Camp David and returned to 'Washington and then flew to Xew York 
with Mr. Stans. Stans had told me some days earlier Hiat he was going 
to meet with l\Ir. Mitchell to discuss a number of matters abont wind
ing down the reelection committee and asked me to join him. 

Senator ERnN. There is a vote. I will stay here and proceed with 
the committee and ask them to hold the vote until I can get over and 
somebody can come hack and take over so I can get over and vote. 

Mr. DEAN. Thank you. 
Stans had arranged for the meeting with Mitchell to take place at 

the Metropolitan Club in New York City, because Stans was anxious 
to return to "'\Vashington as soon as the meeting was onr and did not 
want to go down to "'\Vall Street and get tied np in traffic. After the 
first part of the meeting where Stans and Mitchell discussed their 
problems, Stans departed and I played the tape for :Mitchell. I recall 
that he had only one reac;tion to the tape and it was to the effect that it 
was certainly a self-serving tape for Colson and he wondered what the 
hell Hunt was talking about with regard to )Iitchell's having perjured 
himself. I informed :Mitchell that Ehrlichman and Haldeman had 

L heard the tape and requested that he do what he could to solve the 
problem. I received no instruction or really any indication at all at that 
time from ".Mitchell rerrarding the matters that Hunt had raised in his 
connrsation with Colson. 

To the best of my recollection, it was the first week of December 
that l\Iitchell called me and said that ,,.e Yrnuld ham to use some of the 
S350,000 fund to take care of the demands that were being made by 
Hunt and the others for monev. He indicated that the money that wt1s 
taken out would be returnecfin order that the fund could be made 
whole again. He asked me to get Haldeman's approval. 

Prior to Mitchell's call. I had been informed by Colson's secretary 
that Jirs. Hunt had call~d her at home on a nm11ber of occasions to 
discuss this problem with her in order that she might pass it on to 
Colson and get somethin.g clone about the problem. Colson had sent 
his secretary, l\Iiss .Toan Hall, to me with these messages indicating 
that he did not want to talk to her about it but that she should pass 
the message on to me. I told Jfiss Hall not to talk to Mrs. Hunt and, 
if necessary, get an unlisted phone number. 

After the phone call from Jiitchell. I called Haldeman and described 
the situation in full to him and that I had told Mitchell that I was 
.-erv reluctant to see "'\\11itc Honse moncv used but that he indicated 
tha·t it would be returned as soon as the}: could raise some additional 
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l\fr. DAsn. In l\farch 1973 did you become aware-and I think you 
so testified-of the increased demands of Hunt for money, so-called 
Hunt's blackmail~ 

1'.fr. EnRLIC,EIIA.N". 1Yel1, I woulcln:t use the word increased because 
I think-I didn't have any frame of reference in which to identify this 
as an increase. I certainly am familiar with the blackmail. 

Mr. DASH. Of a demand, of the blackmail. Who informed you of 
this? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Mr. Dean. 
Mr. DASH. Did it raise a question in your mind at least at this time, 

again having recall that money was paid for defense, of the propriety 
of paying this money when such a demand was being made? 

Mr. EHRLICIBIAN. Oh, certainly-well, let me separate out all of the 
testimony that you have just inserted in that question and maybe you 
could restate the question without all the embellishments. 

:Mr. DASH, I will ask just the same question: You had found nothing 
wrong and, as a matter of fact, just beforehand, on the Febrnary 10 
meeting, again had discussed making certain payments or going up to 
Mitchell-having Mr. Moore go see Mr. Mitchell about raising some 
funds for the defendants, and now in March 1973, some time in 1farch 
you become aware of a demand, Mr. Hunt's, of what yon just called 
blackmail. 

Mr. EnRLICH:'IIAN. The difference between the two is dramatic. There 
was no suggestion at La Costa that any money be paid in consideration 
of anybody's silence or anything of that kind. The money we were 
talking about at La Costa was to compensate attorneys who ·would .file 
motions in behalf of the defendants, and as far as I am concerned that 
would have been a completely legitimate undertaking, privately raised 
funds for that purpose. This was a flat out blackmail attempt, if money 
was not paid then Hunt would say so-and-so, but if money were paid 
he would not say so-and-so. That is the first time I encountered any-
thing of that sort in this entire-what would that be, 10 months? 

l\fr. DASH. ·well, were you aware that back in November l\Ir. Hunt 
ad a telephone conversation with l\fr. Colson, and Mr. Colson taped 
hat conversation with regard to l\Ir. Hunt wanting money and being 

very unhappy that he wasn't getting the kind of money he was 
requesting? 

l\fr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I have heard testimony about that and that 
I am supposed to have heard that tape. 

Mr. DASH. Did yon hear that tape~ 
l\fr. EHRLICH:i\-IAN. I don't recall ever hearing- that tape. I recall Mr. 

Dean coming to Camp David on one occasion during the 2 months we 
w_eTe up there. 1Ve have repeatedly-since he testified to that efl:'ect
W? have repeatedly tried to get a tru,nscript or a copy of that tape 

Lw1thout success from your staff but I ·would certainly like to see it 
because I--

Mr. DASH [interrupting]. Haveyou--
:Mr: EHRLICHMAN [continuing]. I just. draw a blank. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. 'Wilson, have you made a request? 
Mr. ·wrLSON. Neither I nor Mr. Strickler asked Mr. Hamilton for 

that. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Now, when did you leave your position as the director 

of the campaign 1 
Mr. MITCHELL. On the 1st of July 1972. 
nfr. DASH. And when you left, you were a·ware, ,rnre you not, that 

Mr. Magruder was staying on as deputy director of the campaign. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, he stayed on as ~Ir. MacGregor's deputy. 
Mr. DASH. And were you not aware when you were leaving that Mr. 

Magruder at least faced some serious problem of being indicted on the 
break-in of the Democratic National Committee headquarters as of 
JulyH 

Mr. MITCHELL. As of July 11 I think that was a potential, yes. . 
Mr. DASH. Now, you did meet with the President on June 30, 1972, 

just before you left. As I understand, you had lunch with the Presi
dent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did you think it your duty to tell the President at that 

lunch before you left that the man who was playing such a key role in 
his campaign, Magruder, had such a problem that he might be indicted 
for the break-in of the Democratic National Committee headquarters 1 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash, I think you and I have gone over to the 
point where we have established that the ·white House horror stories 
had come out in connection with the problem at that particular time 
and there wasn't the question of lifting of the tent slightly in order 
to get with respect to one individual or another; it was a keeping the lid 
on and no information volunteered. 

Mr. DASH. Even if the lid had been kept on the so-called White House 
horrors, wouldn'•t it be very embarrassing to the President of the 
United States in his effort to be reelected if his deputy campaign di
rector was indicted in the break-in of the Democratic National Com
mittee headquarters? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't think as far as the ·w atergate was concerned, 
there was a hell of a lot of difference between the deputy campaign 
director and the counsel for the finance committee and the security 
officer. Quite frankly, as far as the Watergate was concerned, that was 
already a public issue. It was the parties that were involved. 

n fr. DASH. There came a time, did there not, l\fr. Mitchell, that the 
ssures for money by the defendants or by :Ur. Hunt increased~ 
Vould you tell us what you know about that? · 
fr. MITCHELL. '\Vell, I am not sure, Mr. Dash, that I can tell you very 

much about them other than the fact that somewhere along in the fall, 

35·905 (Pt. 1) 0 - 74 - 28 

Mr. Hunt had a telephone conversation with Mr. Colson, which. I 
think, covered the subject matter and then later on, as I recall, Mr. 
Dean has got in the record a Jetter from :Ur. Hunt to Mr. Colson, which 
I think is quite suggestive of the fact that he was bein,g-abandoned. 

Then I heard later on, in March of this vear, there were oral com
municiltions from either Hunt or his attorney relatinn- to requests for 
e!!al fees and so fort.h, which were communi<'ated to the ·white House. 
·~.fr. DASH. How clid vou hear about the March req11est? 
~fr. MITCHELL. The March request1 I think I probably heard about 

it thron<rh Mr. LaRue, if mv memorv serves me right. 
Mr. DASH. Do you know how much money was actually being re

qnested at that time? 
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Senator ERVIN". You hadn't learned about that until September? 
Mr. Mrn.·nELL. X o, sir, I had not heard of }Ir. Segret.ti. 
Senator Ermx. When did Secretary Stans tell you that he had fur

nished $7ti,OOO to assist in paying the counsel .fees for the counsel for 
the seven "\Vatergate defendants? 

:M:r. MITCHELL. The same time he told it to this committee. I saw it 
on television, that was my first knffwledge of it. 

Senator ERvrn. You had no know ledge of that before? 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. C Senator Em,:. Well, did Mr. Dean come to New York and talk to 

you about the demands of some of the defendants for money~ 
Mr. :MITCHELL. Yes; he did later in the year. I believe the occasion 

had to be in November or perhaps even later than,that. 
· Senator E1n1:x. Didn't you hear anvthing about the fact that these · 
defendants were demanding money for counsel fees and for support 
during the summer of .1972 ~ 

l\Ir. llITCHELL. I did not, as I have testified here yesterday, Mr. 
Chairman, the Mardian-Liddy · discussions-'Mardian-LaRue discus
sions with Liddy, the matter that was mentioned as to whether or not 
the committee could provide money for the bail for the individn.ls 

• · and that was turned over by the committee. Apparently the activities 
of raising money for support and counsel fees continued on and it 
wasn't later until sometime in the late summer or fall that I heard 
about the activities . 

. Senator EnvIN. You did hear about-you were given to understand 
that either the committee or Mr. Kalmbach were furnishing the money 
to pay counsel fees and support to the families of the seven Watergate 
people1 . . 

l\Ir. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, I heard that as I say later on after the time _ 
frame. 

Senator ERVIN. And later you were informed that there was some 
doubt as to whether McCord would stand fast in silence, weren't you t 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was so advised, yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. And you were asked to see what you could do 

about that, weren't you'? · 
Mr. MITCHELL. About what, Senatod 
Senator ERVIN. To see what McCord was going to do. 
l\Ir. MITCHELL. I am not quite sure, Mr. Chairman, that I get the 

thrust of your question. 
Senator ERVIN. "\Vell, who told you about the fear that l\IcCord might 

not remain silent~ 
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe it was Mr. Dean. 
Senator ERVIN. W'hen was that? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Sometime after the first of the vear. I would believe. 
Senator ERVIN. Now, you mentioned the facf that there had been 

some talk from somebody that came to you to the effect that Hunt said 
he would not take a promise of immunity from anybody except Colson. 
1Vhen was that 1 

l\fr . l\fITCHELL. That was sometime directlv after the first of the year 
also, I believe preceding the trial. )fr. Dean related that com·ersation 
and it had to do with the fact that Mr. Hunt's interest in Executive 
clemency would only be accepted from Mr. Colson. 
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Mr. Mi tcheJ. l 
'l'lednesday, November 15, 1972 * 
8:30 Mr. M arrived at office 

9:30 Roald Morton called Mr. M and t. 

9:45 James Gaynor called Mr. M and t. 

10:00 Mr. M SAW Taft Schreiber 

11: oo· Mr. M SAW Ed Deutch and Arnold Tracy 

12:00 Mr. M left for luncheon with ll<iessrs. 
Ale xar.der , Rose, Lazdon 

3:15 Mr. M ret. to office 

3:10 Mi;. M SAH Commissioner Erstat 

3:40 
0

Mr. M ret. Bob Finch's call and t. 

3:55 Mr. M ret. Nick Th iimrrish 's call and 

r4:15 .Mr. H left office for meeting with 

' 
Messrs. Stans and Dean 
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33. On or about December 1, 1972 William Bittman, Howard Hunt's 

attorney, gave a folded paper to CRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson. 

Parkinson gave it to John Dean and to Fred LaRue. In or around 

early December 1972 Dean had a discussion with Haldeman about CRP's 

need for funds for the defendants in United States v. Liddy, during 

which Haldeman approved the transfer to CRP of a cash fund of 

$350,000 in campaign contributions which had been placed at the 

disposal of the White House at Haldeman's direction prior to April 7, 

1972. The first portion of between $40,000 and $70,000 was delivered 

by Haldeman's assistant Gordon Strachan to LaRue. Shortly thereafter 

LaRue delivered $40,000 to Bittman by messenger. In January 1973 the 

remaining $280,000 was delivered to LaRue. In January 1973 FCRP 

Director Maurice Stans approved the transfer of $14,000 or $17,000 

in campaign funds to LaRue. 
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33.1 KENNETH PARKI NSON INTERVIEW, SSC, JUNE 2, 1973, 1, 17-1 8 

r 
r wrn HVI EW 

L 
M r . P ar kin son gav e h is ho1ne address a s 5,117 Duvall 

Street, ·we stm oreland Hill s , Maryla!ld, His t el epho n e is 229-8494. 

Hi s bu s in e ss address a s J a ckson La sky a nd Par k in s on, 1828 L S treet, 
· L~~~- kl~N- ,, 

N--W, Washfagton, DC,. telephone 4 66-8850. He also gave alc.redit 

card number 4668850-032N. 

Mr. Parkinson first was asked how he came into the 

case as the lawyer for CRP and stated that on June 21, 1972 he had 

a prelimL-i.ary conference with Mardian on the subject a1;d was re

tained the next day. Parkinson b elieves that on June 22, 1972 

Mardian notified him that O'Brien would also work _with Parkinson · 

on the case, but that Paul O'Brien would be subordinate to Parkinson • . 

Parkinson stated that he got into the case when Roe1ner Mc"Iiee 

called Parkinson on the 21st and asked him to _join him in going over-

"l;o Mardian 1s office. 

Inter v i ew ,-,.;:i..th K enn et h Parkinso n on June 2, 19 73 

t
Rep:r_<;!sen ti:r;r.g Mr. Par,ld.n s on ·was E¢:g,i.un,;! D. C,c.i:;r1np dl 9f,..,tJ1? f irm a })on £ aS ... 00 ·,-;:;,.r, a nd Ga mp bell, 01 a 0 ou tner n hm.l amg , t o:,- ~ 7151 

-.}/- \ ·~)-\ __ 
by D2:vi c~ Do rs en , J a.mes I-Ia.rDilto .n , D on Zl.l c1 S and.e rst ll ob1.::rt S il v e r s tein -- -· -- ----- -

Pa gc __ .1 ___ of r-2~1. __ p~1gc f; ~ 
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33.1 KENNETH PARKINSON INTERVIEW, SSC, JUNE 2, 1973, 1, 17-18 

Kenneth F"arkinson 
Page n t'l. 

not u_.,.derstand, but did not know what it was. At one point, 

Bitman told Parkinson that executive clemency was part of 

the commitment or that Hunt felt that he was entitied to 

executive clemency and Parkinson said that he didn 1t even 

want to talk about it., Parkinson reported this conver satiun 

with Dean and maybe Mitchell or LaRue. Dean said to 

Parkinson that he {Parkins _on) had no knowledge of any commitment 

but that any commitment would be lived up to And indicated in 

some fashion that this Sould be communicated to Bitman. Parkinson 

did so. Parkinson never indicated how Dean, who denied knowledge 

of any commitment could make such a satement while maintaining 
I 

his position. 

r There was a meeting somewhere around December 1. 

1972, prior to which Bitman had stated that it was important that 

Parkinson transmit a paper to his principals. Bitman gav0 > 

Parkinson a folded paper and Parkinson took this paper without 

reading it to a meeting in Dean's office. Parkinson gave the paper 

to Dea n ·who 1·ev.cl i'c and returned it t o Parkinso11; Parkinson, ag a in 

witho u t r cE'.ding it, hand c:d it to L aR u c , 0 1B :ri e n W3.S 2.ls o at that 
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33.1 KENNETH PARKINSON INTERVIEW, SSC, JUNE 2, 1973, 1, 17-18 

Ken..'1-eth Parkinson 
Page SJ ~'ti 

meeting., and~ according to Parkinson, did not see the pa.per, either. 

Parkinson suspects that the paper had something to do with Hunt's 

demands, but has no firm information on the subject. Parkinson 

said that both he and O'Brien were working on the case, at times 

independently, and assumes that O'Brien also had contacts-with 

Bitman but could not provide any details. O'Brien never mentions 

that he had met with Hunt who demanded money before his sentence 

l.!:,n1 very recently). 

In the last couple of months, Bitman told Parkinson 

that he had received $25,000. In addition there was an earlier 

paym.ent which Bitman had indicated had come from Hunt.. Parkinson 

did not have any information concerning Hunt's ability to pay 

Bitman his feesQ 

Parkinson said he had no knowledge of phone calls 

from Caulfield or Ulasewicz. However, Parkinson said that he 

had prior knowledge of the name of Rivers., This occurred "vhen 

Bi1:m:l:i called Parkinson and said that he was getting a call from Mr. 

Ri ·:re:ts 2..~1d did Pa:rkin c3on knew ?v1r. River~ , . Parkinson then co:::.-r:n1un--
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33.2 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, NOVEMBER 20, 1973, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 34- 36 

lo· Now in about the first week of December, did Mr. 

f Mitchell contact you about using some of the White liouse cash 

fund to meet the defendants' demands? 

NOTE: 

A Yes, he did. 

Q How did that come about? 

THI S PAGE CONTAI NED THE ABOVE DELETI ON WHE'N IT WAS RECEI VED BY THE 
COMMI1"PEE ON THE J UDICI ARY . 
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A Nell, the demands had reached a crescendo and there 

was no other money available. There had been earlier dis

cussions with LaRue and O'Brien about this. It was suggested 

that they borrow roughly forty or fifty thousand dollars from 

the White House fund and they would repay these funds. 

This was a renewed request of that from Mr. Mitchell 

directly to me, telling me that I should talk to Hr. Haldeman 

about getting those funds. 

Q 

A 

Q 

Mr. Mitchell told you that the need was acute? 

Yes. 

And·he asked you to see Haldeman to seek his approval 

to go ahead and use some of the money for this purpose? 

A That's correct. He was quite aware of the fact that 

the funds were under Mr. Haldeman's control. 

Q Did Mr. Mitchell indicate that the money would be 

returned sometime? 

A He did. 

Q 

A 

Did you then consult with Hr. Haldeman about this? 

Yes, I did. 

0 Can you tell the Grand Jury the substance of what-

ever conversation you had with Mr. Haldeman about this matter? 

A Well, I told Mr. Haldeman that while I didn't like 

the procedure, I had no alternative to offer him because the 

demands at this point were very acute and Mr. }1itchell had 

made the request and I didn 1 t have any suggestion to make. 
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33 . 2 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, NOVEMBER 20~ 1973 , WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 34-36 3G 

I said, •rt•s my understanding that they will pay 

the money back as soon as they have raised additional monies 

themselves and that the White House fund will then be kept 

intact." 

He said that I should go ahead and tell Strachan to 

deliver the money to Mr. LaRue. 

For this purpose? 

For this purpose. 

NOTE: THIS PAGE CONTAI NED THE ABOVE DELETI ON WHEN IT WAS RECEIVED BY THE 
COMMITTEE' ON THE JUDI CIARY. 
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33. 3 R.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JANUARY 30, 1974, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 

124-26 

A Yes, there was some reference in that regard. 

Q And·that would be for the purpose of filtering 

124 

3 money -.from White Ho.use sources to the defendants? 

4 I believe that there was never a discussion of 

5 filtering money from White House sources to defendants except)' 

6 in a statement that I made which was that money to the defen-

7 dants could not be involved.in White House sources. 

g ~- Well, you knew that $350,000 w~s being utilized as 

9 a source for payment of-these funds, did you not? 

10 
.. , 

A Yes. . I didn't co~sider that 'a White House source • 

11 I considered that a campaign source that had been held for 

12 White House use during a period and then was turned back to 

l3 the campaign committee. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

251 

Q At that time that it was utilized, the money was 

under your control, was it not? 

A No. 

Q You authorized its transfer to Mr. LaRue? 

A That's correct. 

Q Knowing that it would be used to pay the defendants? 

A I think not knowing, but knowing that there was a 

problem that he was concerned about which was to provide these 

funds for the defendants. 

Q Mr. Haldeman, is there any question that you knew 

that t.~is money would be used to pay the defendants? 

A Yes, in the sense that I had no personal knowledge 
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124-26 

1.25 

1 of what -- and I don't know that it was. In fact, I have 

2 understood from the public testimony that it wasn't. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

0 In other words, you weren't present at the time-

that Mr. LaRue or one of hie agents handed the money to a 

particular defen.dant? That's true, ·of course. 

A Yes. 

0 No one· is suggesting that you were present at 

such ·an occasion. 

A I understand that. 

Q If that had been the case, then you could me1:e1Y--: 
i 

have trotted down to whever the defendants were and handed 

them the money. That, of ·course, is-not what we are talking 

about. 

We are talking about whether there was any other 

understanding that you had in your mind, other than the fact 

that this money would·be utilized for payment to-the defen

dants. 

A There was no understanding that it would be utiliz-

ed for any other purpose. There was no commitment that it 

was being used for that purpose. The commitment was to put 

the money back in the control of the p1ace where I felt it 

ought to be controlled which was the campaign.committee, for 

whatever purpose they saw fit. 

As I say, it is my understanding from the public 

testimony that it was in fact not all used for defendants. 
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33 . 3 H. R . HALDEMAN TESTIMONY , JANUAR Y 30 , 1974 , WATERGATE GRAND JURY , 

124 ~26 
126 

1 Some if it, I understand from public testimony, was. 

2 Q Was there any other under~tanding, other than the 

3 fact that it was transferred for the purpose of being paid in 

4 whole or in part as needed to the defendants? 

5 , , _ - A No. _ There was no other understanding. That• s 

6 lcorrect. I .have al~eady said that. 

7 Q Thank you. Now certainly you knew that the def en- -

8 dants were being paid money prior , to that time and that Dean 

9 was having difficulties in getting the money together prior 

10 to March 21st. -_ 

11 

12 

A _ .Yes. 

Q And indeed, you had conversations with Mr. Dean 

13 about how long this would last, this demand for money. Isn't 

14 that so, prior to March 21st? 

15 A I don't know that I nnderstood it as a demand for 

16 money as contrasted to an assumed or presumed need for money 

17 

18 

19. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

on the part of the committee for the defendants. 

•o Well, you had conversations with Mr. Dean from 

time to time, prior to the 21st, about what money would be 

required and how long it would go on. Isn't that so? 

A I don't know whether that was in the March 21st 

meeting or before that ·meeting. The earlier questions, and 

I am going back to 1972, were in the nature of the need for 

additional funds on the part of the committee. 

I don't recall then any discussion of how much was 
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33.4 FRED LaRUE TESTIMONY, JULY 18, 1973, 6 SSC 2294-96 
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friend of Mr. Rivers and that there would be a package delivered to 
his office shortly. 

Mr. R\sn. 1Vho asked yon to make that call~ ,vho requested that 
money, do you know? · 

. Mr. LARGE. As I recall, )fr. Dash, this resulted out of a conversa
tion that )fr. Parkinson had with :Mr. Bittman which he relaved to 
Mr. Dean and I, citing the need for some attorney's fees for l\Ir. 
Bittman. 

Mr. D.-\.SH. Did you know from that. discussion that l\fr. Parkinson 
had been with Mr. Bittm~n and then relayed to you and l\Ir. Dean how 
much money was to be paid? 

l\Ir. L.\RUE. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. D.\SI-I. How much was that, did you say i 
Mr. L,\RUE. $25,000. ' 
l\Ir. DASH. Then you told Mr. Bittman on the telephone that this 

package would be delivered? 
l\fr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. How was it delivered? 
l\fr. LARGE. It was delivered by messenger to his office. It was in a 

package directed to Mr. Bittman marked personal, confidential. 
Mr. DASH. And this was in cash? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did the messenger who deliwred that package to 

Mr. Bittman know what his assignment was, what was in the pack-
age and what he was doing'? _ 

.Mr. LARUE. Oh, absolutely not. 
Mr. DASH. -I think to make the record clear, l\Ir. LaRue, when you 

made that payment to l\fr. Bittman, did you have any understanding 
as to the reason that payment was being made? 

Mr. LARGE. My understanding was that this was legal fees for ~Ir. 
Bittman. 

Mr. DASH. And did you think that this was being paid for humani-
tarian reasons? · 

Mr. LARUE. l\Ir. Dash, my understanding of the-payments of money 
to. the defendants were or is that this money was paid to sajsfy com
mitments that had been made to them bv someone I·do not h-now, but 
had been made, commitments had been~ made to tl1em at some point 
in time, and--

Mr. D.\SH. Commitments made by people who had something to 
do ·with authorizing the original activity? 

Mr. LARc-E. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And that you were really carrying out the responsibil

itv based on those commitments? 
~l\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. · 
l\fr. DASH. Did it occur to you that if those payments were not made, 

there may be some embarrassment in the reelection campaign? 
... ___ Mr. L.1Rrrn. Th is certainly occurred to me! yes, sir. 

l\fr. DAsn. X ow, when and ·where was your next payment to l\Ir. 
Bittman? 

l\fr .. LARuE. As I recnlL l\Ir. Dash, this was made in December. the 
amount approximately $50,000. 

l\fr. DASH. X °''". who g-a ve the instrnctions about that payment.? 
Mr. LARFE. 11110 gave the instructionsi 
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' 

:Mr. n\sH. Yes, how did you knmv to make that payment in 
December? 

Mr. LARFE. There had been a meeting in }fr. Dean's office in which 
1\fr. Parkinson rehyrd conversations he had ht1d v,·ith :.fr. Bittman 
~·egt1rcling cash needs or money needs for the defendants. As I recall, 
1t was cash needs that would be required for the trial and this $50,000 
was not, it. was not a total amount, it was a partial payment on that 
amount of monev. 

Mr. DASH, In· other words, 011 both occasions, now, )fr. Parkinson 
acted as the person conveying the message of the need for the money 
from Mr. Bittman to Mr. Dean and to you? . · 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH, And again, how did you arrange this payment, the same 

way? 
Mr. LARUE. This ·was arranged in the same way. 
Mr. DASH. Did you call and did you again identify yourself as 

Mr. Baker? 

35-905 (Pt. 1) 0 - 74 - 29 

Mr. LARGE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And again used a messenger? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And again this messenger kne'W nothing about what he 

was doing? · 
Mr. LARUE.No, sir. 
Mr. DAsH. Did you make another payment to Mr. Bittman in 

December~ 
Mr. LARUE. No, sir. not that I recall. 
Mr. DASH. N o,v. when did vou first learn that there was a sum of 

about $350,000 in cash at the '\'\,,.hite House? 
Mr. LARUE. Mr. J;.)ash, I cannot tell you specifically. 
l\fr. D.\i!l'H. '\Yell, again, when I ask you the date, I am not asking 

for a specific date." 
l\fr. LARUE. I understand. It w·ould be in the summer or, say, the 

earlv fall of 1972. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vho told vou abont this fond? 
l\fr. LARUE. l\fr. Dash. my bPst reco11ection of how I got that knowl

edge would have been throi.1gh information on a cash 'summary sheet 
which I had come into possession o:f that reflected a snmmary of the 
cash receipts and disbursements to the men. 

Mr. DASH. Yes, but is ifriot true that the specific occasion on ·which 
this _sum :vas called to your attention again came about through a dis
c11ss10n \'nth Mr. :Mitchell? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, I think I asked ::\fr. :Mitchell if indeed this money 
had been over at the ·white House that was indicated on the sheet. 

Mr. DASH. And did you seek and rccefre approval to use some of 
that money for these activities to pay legal fees? 

J\fr. LARUE. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DAsn. Did you know who had control oyer the money at the 

1Vhite House? · 
Mr. LAR uE. No, I do not. 
l\f r. DAsu. Did yon kn0'1Y if l\f r. H akleman had? 
J\fr. L.\RrE. No. sir, I did not know that. 
Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when yon received a snm of money 

from l\fr. Strachan and J\fr. Dean in December 1972? 
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Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Do you know how much that sum was? 
:Ylr. L,RGE. Approximately $50,000. . 
Mr. DASH. And did you know that this was part of the $350,000 at 

the ·white House? 
Mr. LARUE. That was my understanding. 
Mr. DASH. Now, in January 1973, did you receive an additiona,l sum 

from Mr. Strachan in the amount of $280,000? 
Mr. LARUE .. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vhat prompted, to your knowledge, such a large trans

fer of money? 
Mr. LARUE. I cannot state specifically, Mr. Dash. I had had a con

versation with Mr. Dean regarding the need, at this time, I think, 
for $20,000 for one of the attorneys, Mr. Maroulis. I had passed this 
information on to Mr. Dean. Later, he called me back and told me that 
they were going to deliver the remaining balance they had over at the 
White House, which was approximately $280,000. 

Mr. DASH. vVould it be fair to say that as you were ongoing in this 
relationship of paying these fees, that this was going to be a con
tinuing operation, certainly through the trial, and that this fund of 
money was necessary if you were going to be able to carry out these 
responsibilities? 

Mr. LARUE. That certainly would be my assumption; yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And is it true that in January 1973, yon did pay :Mr. 

l\faroulis, counsel for Mr. Liddy, $20,000? 
Mr. LARUE. That is correct. 
Mr. DAsH. Now, did you receive $14,000 from a Mr. Tim Babcock 

in January 1973? 
Mr.LARUE. Yes,sir. 
Mr. DASH. What was that all about? 
Mr. LARUE. I received this money from Mr. Babcock at-I think 

Li
·n l\1r. Stans' offic.e. Mr. Stans was present. ::\Iy understanding, l\1r. 

ash, was that Mr. Babcock had pledged this money during the cam
ign, had not gotten a.round to delivering it, and that he was, you 
o,v, fulfilling his pledge. 
Mr. DASH. Did this h:we anything to do with the money or the cash 

fund you were developing for the legal defense fund? 
Mr. LARUE. No,sir. 
Mr. DAsH. Now, did you make two cash payments, one of $25,000 

and one of $35,000, to l\fr. Bittman, counsel to Mr. Hunt, in Jan11ary 
1973? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. DASH. And did that occur in the same ,vay yon ha.Ye alreacl)' 

described? 
Mr. LARUE. No, sir; those payments were deli,·ered to Mr. Bittman 

at his home. 
Mr. DASH. At his home 1 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsH. W110 delivered them? 
Mr. LARUE. This was another messenger that delivered them. 
l\fr. DASH. Another messenged 
l\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did you arrange_ that the same way, by phone call~ 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. · 
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Mr. STRACHAN. Well, at that time, I was aslring Mr. Dean how to 
get the money back to the committee and it was just another prob
lem that he would have to cope wi-th. 

Mr. DASH. So you just turned it over to him? 
Mr. STRA.CHAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did you play a role in seeing to it that this money 

did get back? 
Mr. STRACHAN. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us specifically what you did and to whom 

you ~ave the monev? 
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, Mr. Dean called me and asked me to call Mr. 

LaRue. I called Mr. LaRue and he asked me if I could bring the 
amount which John Dean had specified to him at his apartment that 
evening on the way home from work. )Ir. LaRue was the senior cam
paign official at the Committee To Re-Elect the President, and I de-
cided that I would drop it by at his apartment. · 

Mr. DAsH. How much was it that you received? . 
Mr. STRACHAN. ·wen. my recollection is that it was $40,000. I know 

John Dean has testified that it was either $40,000 or $'70,000 and Mr. 
LaRue has said it was $50,000. . 

Mr. D~sH. Did there come a time when you actually delivered the 
balance to Mr. LaRue? 

Mr. STRACHAN.Yes, I did. 
Mr. DASH. vVho instructed you to do that? 
Mr. STRACHAN. I wasn't instructed to do that, really. Again, Mr. 

Dean called me and said, "vVell, it is time we get the balance back to 
the committee . \\'1w don't you call Mr. LaRue r' I called Mr. LaRue; 
he said, "Can you drop it by at my apartment?" I said "Yes." 

John Dean said get a receipt for the entire amount. 
So, I went to Mr. LaRue's apartment 1 gave him the money, asked 

him for a receipt. He said, "You will have to talk to John Dean about 
getting a receipt, I will not give you one." 

Mr. DASH. Is this the time when, in your statement, you indicated 
that Mr. LaRue put on gloves to take the money out of the bag? 

Mr. STRACHAN.Yes, that was the occasion. 
Mr. DASH. After he did that did you find it somewhat unusual to 

ask him for a receipt? [Laughter.] 
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, I was quite surprised but those had been my 

instructions to ask for a receipt. 
Mr. DASH. And you did? · 
Mr. STRACHAN. So I asked for a receipt. 
Mr. DASH. And you didn't get any? 
Mr. STRACHAN. No, I didn't. · 
Mr. DASH. Now, were you aware at any time that that money was 

L!
eing used for the payme,nt of the le~al fe~ .for the defendants in the 

Watergate case and the support of their fam1hes? 
Mr. STRACHAN. No, I was not, and I was quite surprised to learn 
outitbecause---
Mr. DASH. When did you first learn about it? 
Mr. STRACHAN. In the press, because within a couple of weeks or a 

month before I delivered it to Mr. LaRue I had talked about the money 
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also told them of the increasing demands being made for money. I told 
them I was going to New York that afternoon because )litchell had 
requested that I come visit him regarding the demands being made and 
told them I would also play the tape for him. )[y instructions from 
this meeting were to tell Mitchell to take care of all these problems. 

(When we came out of this private meeting, Ehrlichman told :Mr. 
}rinnick, who had been waiting to meet with him, that we had been 
talking about reorganization matters. This position was taken because 
Minnick was at Camp David for that purpose and it would seem to be 
a very logical thing that I might be discussing with Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman. In fact, in our private meeting there was no discu3sion 
of the reorganization at all. 

A'fter a brief discussion about reorganization matters, I departed 
Camp David and returned to ·washington and then flew to Xew York 
-with .Mr. Stans. Stans had told me some dan; earlier ·that lw was going 
to meet with Mr. Mttchell to discuss a number of matters abont wind
ing down the reelection committee and asked me to join him. 

Senator ERVIN. There is a vote. I will stay here and proceed with 
the committee and ask them to hold the vote until I can get over and 
somebody can come back and take over so I can get over and vote. 

)fr. DE.rn. Thank vou. 
Stans had arranged for the meeting with Mitchell to take place at 

the )Ietropolitan Club in New York City, because Stans was anxious 
to return to ,vashington as soon as the meeting was onr and did not 
\Yant to go down to ,van Street and get tied up in traffic. After the 
first part of the meeting where Stans and )Iitchell discussed their 
problems, Stans departed and I played the tape for l\[itchell. I recall 
that he had only one reaction to the tape and it was to the effect that it 
was certainly a self-serving tape for Colson and he wondered what the 
hell Hunt was talking about with regard to )Iitchell's having perjured 
himself. I informed )[itchell that Ehrlichman and Haldeman had 
heard the tape and requested that he do what he could to solve the 
problem. I received no instruction or .r:eally any indication at all at that 
time from :Mitchell ref!arding the matters that Hunt had raised in his 
com·ersation with Colson. 

To the best of my recollection, it was the first week of December 
that l\Iitchell called me and said that we ,,ould have to nse some of the 
$350,000 fund to take care of the demands that were being- made by 
Hnnt and the others for money. He indicated that the money that was 
taken out would be returned in order that the fund could be made 
whole again. He asked me to get Haldeman's approval. 

Prior to )Iitchell's call, I had been informed by Colson's secretary 
that l\Irs. Hunt had called her at home on a number of occasions to 
discuss this problem with her in order that she might pass it on to 
Colson. and get somethin~ done about the problem. Colson had sent 
his secretary , )Iiss ,Joan Hall, to me with these messag-ps indicating
that he did not want to talk to her about it hut that she should pass 
the message on to me. I told l\liss Hall not to talk to l\frs. Hnnt and, 
if necessary, get an unlisted phone number. 

n 
After the phone call from :Mitchell, I called Haldeman and dPscribcd 

he situation in full to him and that I had told )Iitchell that I was 
·erv reluctant to see \Yhite Honse money used but that he indicated 
ha·t it would be returned as soon as the:i,: could raise some additional 
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mon ey. I told Haldeman that I did not think this was a good id ea to 
fu rt her in rn h-e th e 1Vhite Hrn, se in ra ising money for thes e men but 
I frankl y had no answ er. Haldeman said he did not like it eith er. but 
since we.had the assurance that the money would be returned, I should 
inform Strachan that he could make the delfrerv of the money to the 
committee. Following my com·ersation ,Yith · Haldeman I call ed 
Strachan and told him he should speak with LaRue and mnke a deliY
ery to LaRue pursuant to LaRue\:; instruction. I also inform ed 
Strachan that he should anticipate the fact that we would get this 
money back in the near future. 'l do not recall how much money was 
delivered by Strachan but I beliern it was either $:1:0,000 or $70,000. 

This delivery did Mt satisfy the demands and they continued to 
be relayed by )fr. Bittman to •)Ir. O'Brien, who, in turn, would relay 
them to l\!Ir. Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, and myself, I, in turn, would tell 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman of the demands. I can recall LaRue and 
O'Brien coming to my office to discuss thPsP ckmanrl:J nnd I told 
them that there could be no further use of the 'White House money 
a11d, in fact, to the contrary, Haldeman was expecting that that money 
which had been provided earlier was to be returned in full. 

To the best of my recollection, it was some time shortly before the 
trial when the demands reached the crescendo point once again. 
ff-Brien and LaRue came to my office and told me of the seriousness 
of the problem. Subsequently, Mitchell called me and told me that 
once again I should ask Haldeman to make available the necessary 
funds. I called Haldeman -and told him of i~Iitchell's request and the 
situation and told him that 11 thought it was time to get the entire 
money out of the ,Vhite House rather than continue as we were with, 
everv few weeks, further bites being taken out of the apple. After 
we discussed the matter Haldeman said, send the entire damn bundle 
to them hut make sure that we get a receipt for $350,000. After receiv
ing my instructions from Haldeman I called Strachan and told him 
that he ,was to deliver the remainder of the money to LaRue but that 
he was to make certain that he got a receipt for $.350,000. Strachan 
later told me that LaRue had refused to give him a receipt. 

With each of these deliveries I am only aware of the fact that 
money was delivered to LaRue by Strachan. I have no knowledge of 
how LaRue in turn delivered it to those who were making demands 
upon the committee, nor do I know how much, in fact, ·was paid. ~----

HuxT's STATUS AFTER THE DEATH OF Hrs ,,vn'E 
After •)Irs. Hunt was tragically killed on December 8, 1972, Paul 

O'Brien informed me that he had learned from ,vmiam Bittman that 
Hunt was in very bad shape. He had become extremely depressed 
and grieved over the death of his wife. . 

·I also recall that the funeral of }frs. Hunt created a serious dilemma 
for Colson, who had known the Hunt s~ personallv and was v e 1-y fond 
of them both, but was very concerned about in any way pllblicly 
identifying .himself with Mr. Hnnt. Accordingly, he came to ask 
me if he should attend Mrs. Hunfs fnneral and I told him that I 
thought he ought to do whatewr he :felt in his heart-that certainly 
attending her funeral could not in any way be deemed to show he 
was in any way involved with Hunt in the ,Yatergate. Colson ini-
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On November 28, I got a call from John Dean, or it may have been 
a day or two before November 28 which led to an action on Novem
ber 28, saying that the $350,000 fund which had been turned over to 
Strachan in April had been depleted by $22,000; $22,000 had been used 
for some purpose. Since it was a fund for polling, I just itssumB<l that 
it was for polling. 

He said that he would like very much 'to have that fund restored 
to $350,000 so that if he ever had to account for it, it would be intact. 
And as a matter of fact, along about that time, we began discussions 
about whether or not the $350,000 might be given to the finance 
committee and taken into its receipts. But he indicated it was quite 
important that he have $22,000 to restore the fund. 

So I gave him $22,000 out of the money that I had received through 
Tim Babcock, on November 28. He sent Gordon Strachan of the 
White House staff over to the office to pick it up. 

Now, the other $17,000 that I had received from Tim Babcock I 
gave to Fred LaRue as a payment on account of the $30,000 that he 

Uad given me to give back to the Philippine national. So that $39,000 
as expended and those transactions have all been reported to the 
eneral Accounting Office in our last report. 
Mr. BARKER. Senator Montoya, for the record, I might indicate 

that in Mr. Dash's questioning on June 6 of Mr. Sloan at page 1254, 
he refers to the $81,000 figure, consisting of $18,000 and $63,000. 

Senator MONTOYA. I received that information from the transcript 
of the interview which indicates the sum of $89,000, so there must 
have been a typographical error but on page 4 of the interview of which 
we have a record it indicates $89,000. 

Now, let's go back to the cashier's check that Mr. Dahlberg got in 
Miami and brought to Washington and then went back to Miami and 
was cashed. Now was the cashier's check for $25,000, was that in the 
name of Mr. Dahlberg? · 

Mr. STANS. Yes, it was on a Miami bank payable to Kenneth 
Dahlberg. 

Senator MONTOYA. Did he endorse it? 
Mr. STANS. Yes, he did. He endorsed it just before he gave it to me. 
Senator MONTOYA. Who cashed it? 
Mr. STANS. Well, I don't know for a fact who cashed it except that 

I gave it to Mr. Sloan at the first opportunity. Mr. Sloan discussed it 
with our general counsel, Mr. Liddy, and according to Mr. Sloan, 
Mr. Liddy undertook to cash it. 

Senator MoNTOYA. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator Eavrn. It is sort of a warm day and the witness has been 

on the stand for a long time. It is apparent we can't finish today so 
without objection on the part of some member of the committee we 
will stand in recess until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning, Thank you. 

[Whereupon, at 4:30 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10 a.m., Wednesday, June 13, 1973.] 
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SUBJECT: 

GORDO!J ST?~.<\CHAN G 
Political Matters 

Finances 

1) Herb KalTI'bach reviewed his current financial situation 
and related hard decisions with the Attorney General and 
Secretary Stans on January 28. Kalmbach asked that you 
consider: 

a) Of the 1. 2 fund ' .c q n olus 
under ersonal control. From the original 1.2, 

~nt to Lee Nunn for the Kentucky Governorshi Race· 50 
went to aul:rie a :tor :,ar_ ,v u ; a / as een disbursed 
to. Derge for polling over the last six months. Of the 
900, 230 is in"green"boxes, 570 is in a Ne,-i York checking 
account and 120 is in a Newport checking account; 

b) In light of the campaign spending legislation, , 
Stans, Kalmbach, and Dean recom.,-nend that the 6 9 0 in ~ fl 
accounts be spread _ b_q_s::k into legal committee$ "'n kept, r," 

11 under Finance Chairman Stans' control. Th ~ 230 gr~'/,?: __ j 
would be put in a Riggs box with access by a.t'!'y"c'ornbination~ ,/ 
of two of the following people: Tom Evans, New York --~,:.;/ 
France Raine, Jr. _ {t[l:i.Q...Lalmhach . want_s. to use generall.y .--:-"'.r 
in the finance area)- _...: and "Kalmbach. - ·rf ~1is re com- ·? · !.1 
mendation is not accepted Kalmbach is willi,ng to retain 
personal control of the 900 and run the very high risk 
ol'.-violating the cr:tmina-1 provisions of the ca..inpaign 
spending legislation. Stans is opposed to paying for 
any polls other than through a correct committee; the 
risk from using green is just too high • . 'i? ,V 

..---- . . v.r, 

.,. .. ) 

' J 

.Recommendation: f /~-t') . . 
That the advice ot,/stans, Kalrr.bach, and Dean be followed 
in that the 69V7ould be put in legal committees; that 
only the~ green would be held under Kalmbach' s personal 
control; _ .. a. that~ polling would be paid for by 
regular 1,iixon Fi/a}/ Com.mi ttees. 

'-r A? pr0\12 _J::.· 1 Di sc!n;:J!"Ove I ~--- , 
Cc,r,I:",~,n t. rJ.~ ----------- ..... -./--., -0 

• ' s- J l -~..-,~ . -·' .. ·. /';/' L.a/J- VI _/ _) // '· _.-. ',( // L 7 
1' . __..._./ .. ,/ .,--;( /j :7'- :;:_,,~) 

./-;· ·-- ~ y --
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c) KalrE b a cfl_ is ·v ~:.r :l con.cer n 2d ao 'Ju.c. h i s in v o l v e m12:1"::. i n 
th e mil k p r o d uc~rs situ a ti on . He belie~ e s th a t J a co~s ~n 
a r~c1 Ne ls• Ytt t·..-il-"!.. d e li,, er thoug h tl~e ~l r. a \re ·c ii t t ·b.e c ~i g ir.al 
2,000 co ,:;:;-:iit;:,_2nt back t o 1,000. EaLr2Ja:::'.1 1 s c o :..cerr. cente:r-s 
a ~o u nd the recent press di s closures that link J a c k 
Gl e a s on and the '70 ca~paign election fu~ding. Kal2bach 
wil l a ccept the risk of be _i n g subpoened by the c o u:::-t. in 
connection with the Nader mi lk suit. Tne Attoine ,r c;eneral 
b e lieves Kalmbach should continue to handle the milk 
project, but Ka1Il'.bach wants your advice. 

Recommendation: 

That KaL-nbach not be involved in the wilk project 
~because of the risk of disclosure. 

d) Kalmbach cleared the Ed Nixon campaign post with 
the Attorney General. Ed Nixon will begin February 1st, 
at 25 per year plus expenses, living costs, and travel. 
Kalmbach estimates the total will be "thrilling" but is 
pleased that _ he will be off the Foundation payroll. 

e) Gqvernor Nelson Rockefeller is in_ Kalrnbach's 100 club 
with a 250 conunitment. 

2} Stans will officially move to the Nixon Finance Corrt.L-nittee 
on February 16. In the meantime, he, Kalmbach, Hofgren, · 

. . Nomi, ,.an<;t .Sl.oan .. are conducting . a . 6 Q,,.day blitz - to , get 
funds in before the campaign spending legislation 
becomes law. 

When Stans arrives at 17.01 he will send a personal . letter 
to the 5000/$3000+ contributors. He will also authorize 
a -much larger Walter Wentz -- Readers Digest direct mail 
appeal from various lists. 

The current financial position of 1701 is 3,600 received 1 

1,300 disbursed, leaving a 1,600 balance- of which onl~i 
50 is in green. 

Starls is moving into operational responsibility, but there 
is still no budget set for the variou s parts of the 1701 
effo r ts. 

Thrc L t•Jh Ka ll!lb a ch, St.a'1s i s r e qu ~s ti n g Executive Mess 

Pri vi l s~~~ - As you reay r ecall , Ca bi net Offi c~rs h ~ve 
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hc,no;:al~~l ni.~ta:.Jr~r°s("t..ip3 . in th~ regula·c ... ,_f;.!h.ite Ho1.i_:;2 Ste. f f 
!'-!~s:-~,. ro my }~nr_);;-,~J.cdge, or:ly Sec!:'"e t a.ry ttod.gs~n us2s 
tl-:is privilege. 

2 / >d,.:4 ...... ::....,,;.~ 
'·--.:....J~ -...,-,-"' · . 

" f I , ~ , J
1 

~\3 That Stans rece1veJExecut1v e 
,.,::--.k .1t ;; 
•--~+-v1 , ~I . ..,c, c,,,---- Aporove ,_,· · 7 c...--J .• - ---,.~-------

R2c0Dme ndu.t ion: 

Mess privileges. 

Disapprove -----------
CoiP.ment 

Harry Dent 

1) He believes that the President's "drop by" at the Bob 
Brown dinner was one of the most important, successful, 
politically astute moves made toward blacks in this 
Administration; 

2) Hugh Chatham may seek and win the North Carolina Senate 
seat in 1972; Pete Domenici may beat Dave Cargo for the 
nomination to seek the New .Mexico Senate seat; 

3) Thurston Morton may lead a drive to get Louie Nunn into 
the Kentucky Senate race if there is some financial assistance; 

4) The.frrst practical test of the Harry Dent theory of 
obtaining black votes has developed since your meeting with 
Mr. Dent during the week of January 12. Don Johnson of 
the Ve~erans Administration reports that the Urban League 

-cJ.aims that .the President promised Whitney Young, in Oval· 
Office meetings, 9 million in make-work projects. Dent 
says there is no written record of this promise. ·Dent says 
Len Garment will favor creating these jobs for the Urban 
League~ - Garment has not been contacted pers-onally because 
he has been on a trip and unavailable. Dent is convinced 
that Don Johnson can reject this request without undue political 
flak. Dent strongly recommends that he do so, and that any 
available funds be channelled to Dent/Bob Brown recruited 
blacks who can deliver for the President on November 7, 1972. 
I am not sure whether you have discussed Dent's theory of 
Southern black voters with the Attorney General. Dent has 
not contacted the Attorney General. 

Reconunend2 .t ion: 

If you have not discussed th e Dent/Brrn-m theory , .. ;i th the 
At torney Gene~al, Dent should be advised to do so and then 
f ol-to~ .-/ the J\ttornc.y C2nerul 1 s ad vice on th2 dis?o.sition ofit~1~ 
Ur b~~ L2agu c ~egu2st• 

ll~ 
AF~~--:-:-:~. ...- Dis,;.~)[:)C0\"'2 ___ _ 
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3) Ras0 V~ry Woods and Clar~ ~acGr~Jor were i~vited to 
H~~ry Dent 's Polit ical Issu e s Group neeti~g but did not 
att ~nd . At that maeting all stro~gly urged that ye~ tell 
Frank Sh~k2speare to mak e sure no USIA prestig e poll 

1 si.miL1r to th e one that dar!1age d ·nixon in 19GO is co nc:.ucted 
in 197 2 _ A talking paper ,1as prepared for you, but there 
was only a "check. mark" on the cover memorandum (original 
attached at Tab A) with no indication whether you accepted 
or rejected the advice of the Political Issues group _ 

_ _._.· _Yes I Haldeman will cover with Shakepseare . 

___ No, the Attorney General will cover with Sha1<.espeare 

Neither Haldeman nor 
~~drop the suggestion 

the Attorney General will cover it, 

;J._ , . 
~~-F ·/-"---ef ~~-Other~\-· .....---~~-------~~-

According to Magruder, rumors are circulating in the 
Washington Press Corps that Shakespeare will be leaving 
USIA to join the Campaign. Nagruder checked with the 
Attorney General and he confirmed that Shakespeare will 
not join the Campaign. · 

Fred LaRue . 

He has begun sitting in the Campaign Strategy meetings, working 
with FleITming, and generally making a contribution to the 
Campaign. · · ···· ~ 

The Attorney General has asked LaRue to assume supervisory 
control of the RNC_ In that connection, LaRue has asked that 

·....---:•iou send the memorandum attached at Tab B to the . White House 
· Staff_ It would enable LaRue to determine who is as'.dng 

for what at the R.i."\JC. ""7':,;(' _ _,< , ~ .. "'~~ __ .,~~ 
;1~~ .... ~___..---.-

Cliff Miller 

On January 27 Miller told the Attorney General that Harry 
Flewming and the field operation needed Fred LaRue to add 
stature and ability. The Attorney General agre e d and pla.ns 
on rr.ee ting with Flemming and La Rue this ,,eek. 

The Attorney General told Mi ller that he would set the da~e 
of his offi~iill move to 1701 in a discussion with t~e Prestd e~t 
on JcJ.r..uary 2 9 . r,tille_c doe ~~ not kno ~·, {::hat '>iJ.s d~cided .. 
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R.2--fC Con\rent.Lon. 

1) John De:tn surnrnirized 2n Ir 1 
.. tell.igenc2 E>valuaticn Co:~·~i~:.:e2 

'rc2art on the demonstrations planned for the R~public~n 
National Convention in San Diego (Tab C); 

-12) Bill Tirn.rnons submitted three rr;emoranda to the htto.::-ne}' " ,>J General on San Diego and the 1972 Convention. The first 
'v6'('J indicates that origin. a.l estim.,ates of inco2e and costs must 

.I'\,, be revised substantially. As to income, tlie City of San 
Diego is failing to honor its commitment to pay for 
convention hall expenses. The RNC is ''reluctant" to accept 
the ITT-Sheraton money. Expenses projected by Dick Hernan 
are not essential. Tinu.~ons is asking for authority from 
the Attorney General to direct Herman to cut expenses and 
force San Diego to deliver on its commitments. The second 
memorandum describes the success Ti:rmnons had, working with 

,. the Attorney General, in persuading Senator Scott to acce~t 
(1,y~ the position of "floor leader". Finally, Tirmnons notes 

. ,~-:.\ .,,.\ that LIFE has an"investigative reporter working on what may 
'. '· · be a rather nega'tive article on San Diego, the RNC Convention, 

;y; IV\ ''! .. and C. Arnholt Srni th. (Timmons' three memoranda are attached 
; ~tTabD). 

~~1\) r :::\, f\--1 
'c? Jack Gleason 

As you know, Jack Gleilson's name has appeared in the recent 
"milk money" stories in the STAR. Gleason is "sick and fed 
up with this type of material appearing in the press". 
Gleason blames Bob O'Dell and Eleanor Williams at the RNC. 
Howeve:t, Gleason is _also. mad at. Colson stemining from Colson' s 
"summoning" him to his office and "accusing" Gleason of 
leaking derogatory information to the press about Colson. 
Gleason is seeking advice whether he should have a quiet, off 
the·record 1 -discussion°with reporters ·Jules Whitcover and Polk 
to demonstrate that Gleason is a "nice" guy. It's hard to 
imagine a worse idea than having Gleason talk with reporters, 

;;;,-'r'but told Gleason I would _check. ~ 

c;_Y . Yes, Gleason see reporters / ~~ 
{_:=:\ \1 i\ ~ \? ,,..~~"i {i!_,_;_No, Gleason should contineu to avoid 

r~..;;;,,,;., 
~··· \'\J .I"\ ;,, ';:;\I 

b 

Other 

Don Ruc-:i.sfeld 

One m2r•10:candu.:.-:i. on the co~:;~rv,.~tiv2 r0cruit22nt prc)cedu.:-~ 
En1fand arrived. An anonymous m2rnorandum on the Indiani 
si.t_us.tion 1..1:r.·9(:·s ct1.lt.i.-..ra.tio;1. ().: Irr.::in :::i..Lll~'.'C. 
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~3 gru dcc 1 s Pr o j 2c ts 

1) s=~ ud u le Mat t e rs -- Upd ated li st s of surrogate can d i d ates' 
.,,.- appe tJ.rq. nc e s i n ~,Jei:l Har.-tpshir ·e arid E'loriClc.. are attached at 
Y Ta.'..J E.. ,-, / . / ) .~ ) ..:~--: . -, ;;,, _ :J . ., ./ _ ___,,.. / 

.J',''i ,/ ·./ _,·\.-~ ·->~ ,·~,,.J • 
{'/ . ,._\ 
' · 2) Older Vot e rs -- You asked what the various .Ad::ninistration 

/ ()fficials were doing to cultivate the older voters. Ken 
Cole do e s not r e ceive reports from Vicki Keller of the Domestic 
Council but does regularly review her work. Bud Evans, Colson's 
older voter's project manage r is followir:g an older voter 
plan developed in Colson's office. A final version of · the 
~eport will be submitted to you and the Attorney General. Keller 
and Evans are wor%ing with l,rthur Flemminsi and Danny Todd of 

the~ ~~
1
:h; Pres~·r 

3) M~gruder as Spok~s;an -~ ~der was quite upset by yourQ 
January 17 menorandum to the Attorney General indicating .~~ 
that Magruder should not be a spokesman for the Campaign. P' · - ' 
Magruder emphasizes that he and the Attorney Gen~ral agree 
but that since Nay until February 7 there was no one else who 
could "get out the lines requested". There were only 
three series of interviews and most were quite positive. 
Magruder anticipates another series around the time of the 
Attorney General" s move, but Shumway will handle the 
Committee's relations with the press at that time& 

4) Polling -- The Attorney Gener .al directed Magruder to 
give Bob Teeter three weeks to deliver on his poll results 

. scheduled or seek employment elsewhere. Magruder believes 
Teeter will now begin. delivering the results and the projects 
you have requested. However, the Campaign polling system is 
currently working poorly. You are receiving chunks of survey 
data with no recommendations as to what _ s_hould b_e held by 

. you and the Attorney ' General and · \.That · shoul:d be · ·distributed 
to Peter Dailey, Harry Fle~ming and other members of the 
Campa i gn Strategy Group. I would welcome the assignment of 
reviewing these materials, recommending data for release, and 
processing requests to Teeter. One alternative, which 
Magruder is urging, is a meeting with you, the Attorney 
General, Teeter, and Magruder to resolve the polling 
problems of _the quantity and quality of Teeter's work and the 
access to polling information. 

____ Ha lde rri.an r:-.ee t with th e Attorn e y Gener al, t-!agruder, and 
Te e ter 

___ _ Str ac h a n r eview po lli ng ma t e r i a ls 

1 1 
;~-r Oth Gr. 
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GORDON ST RACH.ilJ:-I G 
Political Matters 

Fin .:.mcy · . . 

/Il e rb Kalrrbach will serve as Associate Chairman of the 
nance Committee under Secretary Stans. The Attorney 
neral concurs. · · 

g K _fubach cleared with the Attorney General and Stans 
e 350 in green under your unquestioned personal control. 
separate box of green is being developed for the Campaign. 

3) 'almbach will receive an additional 100 from Dick Watson 
n Paris raising Watson's total from 200 to 300. 

4) ' mbach is working with the milk people to increase 
.: e 233 currently banked to 1,000 by April 7. 

5). KalITJb'ach saw Don .Nixon and informed him that he should 
chan .el . all requests of the White House through Kalmbach. 
""' is is exactly the same treatment Jack. Drown receives. 

6) Kal:rnb. ach granted the full~time gardner at San Clement . e, 
o Garcia, a $25 per month raise bringing his monthly 

to $539.00. 

7) Concerning the Sta-r stffl'.'y on Kalmbach, discussions with 
John Dean, Fred Mal e k, Jack Gleason, Hugh Sloan, · Jeb 
Magruder, and Herb Kalmbach developed these tentative con
clusions: 

a) The material is primarily the result of thorough 
investigative repo:i::ting by skilled newspapermen; 
b) The material was probably not directly leaked but 
rather the result of careless, loose talk disclosing 
the only new information, Kalmbach's name; 
c) Information from 1968 may have . come from Dan Hofgren 
(Herb Kalmbach _lectured him harshly); the 1970 information 
roov ., · vc come from Eleanor Williams (Jack . Gleason and 
--;rb Kalmbach say she is vindictiv e and cannot be influenced} 
and th e 1972 information m~y hav e come from Jon Huntsman, 
who was mentioning Kalmb ac hs name to people when leaving the 
h'hite !louse Staff. Kal mbZtch per s on a lly talk e d to him. These 
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tc~tative conclusions regarding sources of informatio~ 
l1a-;/c no;: been confLrm:::d b_,'{ polyg.!:"a~)hs. 

.'~./ 8) 'I'he budg~t cor,:,.rnittee £or the Co~-nitt~e for th.e Re-E1ection 
of the President will be Stans and the Attorney General 

Co-Chairr..an, Herb Kalrr.bach as Associate Chairman., and 
;;;:;-..c,c., "Nunn, Cliff Miller, and Fred :,Ialek as meriliers. Magruder 
' ·~ i~ not on the Committee. Paul Barrik, a Stans' recruit, 

r will act as Controller and Hugh Sloan will continue as 
Treasurer. 

9) Within the strictly finance area, Stans will be Chairman 
and Leonard Firestone, Gus Levy, Max Fisher, John Rollins, 
and , .• _s. Ogden Phipps will serve as Co-Chairmen. In 
1ouse the Vice Chairmen will be Dan Hofgren, Lee Nunn, 

and Newell 1;,;eed. 

10) Stans' goal of 10,000 in by the Campaign Spending 
~~gislation effective date of April 7 is approxi~ately 

L-- one-third ccrnplete. 

11) The Campaign has raised 5,000 but spent 2,000 in its 
firs~ine months. Expenses for January totalled 550 while 
~ected expense.s 'for February are 900. The Attorney 

L---c;en~ral has asked Magruder for a list of the 124 employees • 
, tl and their salarie. s. . . ... ~· ,,. . 

;0J.I·'" /),;,~.,..,~ A . /JJ~C2. • ,., 
6/,~>~ /jt'fW~~~ · ·· ·w~/r-

Harry Dent ~ J/un.F /; -p-r , , 
1) Magruder b ieves h~ou~ F;bruary 14 
Evans and Novak story on political aides at the White 

~- criticizing the "consciously aiding" comment you 
~ ~~~~~ The meeting cou1.d · have been the Campaign Strategy 

Group meeting of February 7. Magruder has re-cast the 
Campaign Strategy Group to exclude Dent. 

2) nt advised the Attorney General that if Governor Nunn 
not seek John Sherman Cooper's Senate seat, Robert 
should be encouraged. Gable isa wealthy, loyal 

Republican. 

· 3) nt advised the Vice President that he should speak to 
alifornia Republican Assembly on April 8. Governor 

an urged that the Vice President appea~ and the Vice 
President accepted. 

4) In the New Mexico Senate race Dave Cargo may cause 
~ ms in the GOP primary even though our 1970 candidate 
Governor, Domenici, is the only one who could beat 
Ce~ocrat, Jack Daniels. 
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5) A nationwid e vot e r turnout survey i ndicates that only 
in th0 Sau~h h a s there been a rise in voter turnou t , w\ilc 
the ):e_:'/ sta·t cs , 0 ~1io and 0:issoL1ri, Si.J.ffer 0~d a decline of 
y.9't ar:cl 8 .1% :i::-esoectivelv bcb-1,:::en 1960 ar1c1 1968. 'i'0.e 

L.,/rise in the South-is attributed to the black vote while the 
decline in certain states is attributed to apathy. 

6) Wallace He nley monitors George Wallace for Harry Dent 
thro 1 • ;h Tom Turnipseed, Wallace's former Camf:)aign Hanager. 

nird party challenge by Wallace in NoveITber is not 
anticipated but could develop if Wallace receives enough 
money and publicity. 

7) Wes· Virginia Governor Arch Moore will seek re-election 
ace· ing to Dent because he has a pollshowing him 

• ad of Jay Rockefeller. The President leads all 
Democratic contenders in West Virginia by at least 13% 
when Wallace is in the race. 

8) David Treen lost the Louisiana Gubernatorial race to 
Congressman Ed Edwards because of the solidarity of the 
D~~<OCratic Party and the heavy black vote. Dent believes 

~at this relatively narrow defeat augurs well for the 
President even if Wallace is in the race. 

9) In North Carolina, Charlie Jonas, Jr. has turned out 
to be a weak Nixon Chairman who will not dissociate the 
Jim Holshouser effort to become Governor. Dent has assured 

_ fae Attorney General that he will continue to try to 
V- separate "the Nixon and Holshouser operations and to 

prevent any other campaigns from tieing into the President's 
campaign. 

Don Rurnsfeld 

He orwarded an anonymous political assessment of Hawaii 
.nich indicates that "the likelihood of the President 
carrying Hawaii seems very slender". There are no races state wide 
in Hawaii in 1972. 

Tom Evans 

1) The primary responsibilit~.es of the Ri.'\IC in the 1972 
Campaign will be voter registration, voter turnout, and 
ballot security. The registration drive (Target '72) 
b ~ in Florida and Texas in January and will continue 

rough the spring. Ed DeBolt at the RNC is the man 
sponsible to register 1 1/2 million Republicans by 

May 15 and 8 million by October 1972. 
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JJ. 9 qoRDOf_t STRACHANJ:J.,.E!:J,ORANDVl:f~. fEBf,u~7 1e
1 

1912 

-4-
001302 \ \ 

1) Tom E~ans a sk e d Jeb Magrud c~ to cen sure John Lofton 
Ear his POW wife call last week. Evans does not feel ,~· )< <·.·, he controls Lofton. Chuck Colson is exerting nore control ,; ~~~~ ~~~~~'-~i~~c~z~ 

Charl ie Mcwhorter r ;,,-c..,¥~ ~ 
. ~~. -- ·A~~ ..-r 

During the campaign he _y{f"'l"'2on· inue2o travel at AT&T's 
e se. However, he has term~nated his .formal ties 

the Vice President's office to protect against a'ny 
sugg stion of impropriety. 

Magruder's Projects 

1) Advertising -- The newspaper ads that Peter Dailey 
prepared and you reviewed on February 14 will run in New 
Hampshire. You did not view the TV spots which are not 

~eduled to run in New Hampshire. The decision as to the 
~ =~~ent of the media campaign in Florida will be made 

when the Florida fo~low-up telephone poll arrives. · · 

2) New Hampshire/Florida -- The extensive direct mail 
($75..J)OO in New Hampshire and $100,000 in Florida) and 

1 
.......-,telephone ($25,000 in New Hampshire) campaigns are continuing 

£,/" as planned. 

~.A~~~ 3) Wisconsin -- A campaign plan prepared by the Davis 
~y ' \ Agency for Nixon State Chairman John Maciver has been 

\o ~-~p:,'J submitted to Magru1~\Jor review befQ._re subrn .ission to the 

tc_,t-~:..1~ Attorney General. f,{,,/7~ r ff5Z> ~ A ~ ? 
· 4) Farm -- Clayton Yeutt.er, the farm~rector at 1701, ~ • 

_,Ja~ed John Foltz, visited Secretary Butz, farm Senators 
~ ~nd Congressmen, and worked with USDA on the rural development 

issue. · 

5) Elderly -- Fred Malek has been asked to "untangle" the 
'te House/1701 confusion. His report is due :March 1. 
hur Flemming is now scheduled by the 1701 speakers bureau. 

· ny Todd and .Peter Dailey are re-working HEW films for the 
elderly. 

6) .ookesmen Resources -- Schedules for New Hampshire, Florida 
end Wisconsin are submitted weekly. 
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7) Califor0iJ. -- The California delegation list for the 
RlJC Con·ve:1:.ion has b2,2n submitted to the A.ttor·~'2Y Gsneral. 
The Los Angeles County list has not been completed. 

~ne Attorne_'.( General authorized $150,000 for a special 
!/ :,000,000 new young voters drive in California under the 

direction of Ken Rietz. 

8) Campaign Strategy Group -- At the February 7 meeting 
the group approved the title for the campaign newspaper 
(The Re-Elector). Bob Teeter informed the group that the 

~:eesident was in good shape in 17 of 19 target states, 
/ and was running ahead of his 1968 Il'.argin. Important 

~ issues are Vietnam, inflation, and order/calmness {in the 
President's favor), environment, race, health care (even), 
unemployment, crime/drugs (negative)." 

9) Campaign Briefing -- Fred Malek an~: e E~ruder are 
considering a briefing for the W'nite J u t ff on the 
activities at the Committee for the ·g., - ec. on of the 

President. -~ f JV-, k~ ?1.~A 
10) Media Monitoring -- Van Shumway is establiz:: state 
by state systems to review press coverage and to cou..,teract 

egative coIT'ments. · The Illinois program with weekly reports 
,ill serve as the model. The Attorney General does not 

l ecei ve the proposal, but Shumway is proceeding with , 

\\'\ ~1agruder's concurrence. t,C.,.P~ ~~~ 
r..('i"'i'-1, m.:_ ,u,ons arru HagrUaer nave asked the 

r~~ Attorney Gen al/1:o ~ tab ish a permanent office in San 
I,;), Diego with hick Cudlip s ·Executive Director. No decision 

has been r ached. m~ ,mans is meeting bi-weekly with Senator 
Dole, Representative John Rhodes, Dick Herman, John Dean 
and Bryce· Earlowon plans for the Convention. 

' w York -- The Attorney General is using Bob Marik 
generally considered the best man at 1701) as the staff 

for regular contact with Governor Rockefeller's staff. 

13) Magruder is seeking authority for approval of Campaign 
media by Cliff Miller instead of you for the White House. 
Repeated explanations to Magruder that you only ,,-ant t:> see 
the material on an FYI basis have not convinced him that this 
is unnecessary. Magruder frequently finesses Miller {e.g. 
the infamous RNC film) in spite of the fact that 1-"iiller is 
the final medi2, review for the Attorney Ge::ieral. However 
low your interest in the media IPaterials you should conti:1.ue 

to receive them on :?)YI, ;O:-app. r.o.val, basis. 

//C·r57~.;trl.J g9n--~, y-- ' ~l.~· ---- ,-\ ·~J 

35-905 (Pt. !) o . 74. 30 
{4:53) 
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l t~) £:.lc:t,.._;ruder and Co~ son .,-~ . - . rroc·f- -~ .. , ~ -· .,_ ..,. - · a _sc. in'--reasin:::rly ·"'-;- C' ' ·'l.. . 
__ ~'-

0 
...... i.-"-'i...:.!1 L L~l SO'..ltc) c0;:1c -,·,,,.. th . _., - - ,,,-... ~· .... ~:,... Tn e , .. , ' . . • - '--'· ec:~n s "' "l'Ln "'" - . 

1
·,.1:;:;,:ie s, 1ould be person,,,l l - -1---1-~ , • "- as co ,1hether 

Afte :c '-'O ur "con~. ,~1_ c. __ y_a~'--ac~ed on his war s.Lan-1 
•• · ., . .::,Cl.OU~-" aiding" t t.. "-;...., L'.i.lll er thouch t the h d., · s atement Nacrruder and 

· ::i-- Y ' a an acrreeme · b .. ·· At~orn ey General t~a-'-- r 1 J - nc on ehalf of tho 

P
r .. , . • • , ' '-- ~o son \·las not to ._ · · -_1.,;gia.rnrning hies at t,iusk· C , con:__1.nue 

attack on Mu~kie thr;u ~1~.b'n~~son co~tinued the 
Magruder plans on seek{ng :u~i/t. ~nd Hill s_pokesmen. 
General to be the only t .or~ y from the Attorney· 

t
' ~- . con act w1. th the k ne express exclusion of C 1 spa esmen to 

~u~~ 
~jj~~~ 

J'~~#,j 7~ ~-
7J~fa ~ y~ ·~ 
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34. On December 31, 1972 Howard Hunt wrote to Charles Colson, 

requesting that Colson meet with HlUlt's attomey, William Bittman.

Hunt said, "There is a limit to the endurance of any man trapped in 

a hostile situation and mine was reached on December 8th." (Hunt's 

wife had been killed in a plane crash on that date.) On January 2, 

1973 Colson wrote to Dean forwarding a copy of Hunt's letter. The 

transmittal slip from Colson stated, "Now what the hell do I do'l" 

On January 3, 1973 John Ehrlichman, Colson and Dean met to discuss 

Hunt's letter. Ehrlichman and Dean have testified that the three 

discussed the subject of executive clemency. Colson has stated he 

met privately with Dean and discussed the need to give personal 

reassurance to Hunt. Later that day and on the following day, Colson 

met with Bittman. According to Colson, Bittman told him that if 

RlUlt went to jail, HlUlt did not want to stay in jail beyond the end 

of the year, and Colson replied that he could not make any represen

tation, but that as long as he was around he would do everything he 

could to help Hunt. 

34.1 Letter from E. Howard Hunt to Charles Colson, 
December 31, 1972 and memorandum from Charles 
Colson to John Dean, January 2, 1973, SSC 

Page 

Exhibit No. 34~28, 3 SSC 1233-34 ••••••••••••••••••• 457 

34.2 John Ehrlichman log, January 3, 1973 (received 
from SSC) •••.••••.••••••••••.•••••••••••••.••..•.• • 459 

34.3 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 973-74 •••••••••••••••••• 460 

34.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2607-09 ••••••••••• 462 
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34.5 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
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34.6 Memorandum to file from Charles W. Colson, 
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EXHIBIT No. 34-28 

THE WH)TE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

1/2/73 

TO: John· Dean 

FROM: Charles Colson 

Now what the hell do I do? 
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HOWARD HUNT 

.fur. Hand 

Hon. Charles W. Colson 
Special Cotmsel to the President 
The W1ite House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Chuck: 

December 31., 1972 

The children and myself were touched by your letters, 
and we de~ply apprecia·te your sympathy. I clfi1 unable to 1•cconcile 
myself to Dorothy's clea·ai, much less accept it. 

For years I was m-1are that I depended upon Dorothy, 
hut only now do I realize how profound that dependence was. 

Her death, of course, ch:mges my personal equation 
entirely, and I believe that my paramount duty nm-1 and in the. 
future is to my children, particularly to my '}-year-old son tvho 
was unusually dependent upon his mother, particularly sinc2 last 
June's, ·tumul t began. 

I had understood you to say that you would be Hilling 
to see my attorney, Bill Bittman, at any time. After my wife's 
death I asked him to see you, but his efforts i1ere unavailing. 
And though I believe I understand the delicacy of your ove·ct 
position, I nevertheless feel myself even more isolated than 
before. Ny t'life' s death, the ir.uninent trial, my present mental 
depression, and my inability to get any relief from my pt·,-,:;,2nt 
situation, all contribute to a sense of abandonment hy f:r·ic"cJs 
on whom I had in gootl faith relied. I can't tell you how fo,poi.0

-

tant it is, rn1uer the circwnstances, for Bil.i Dittman to hav2 the 
opportunity to meet with you, and I trust that you will do me 
that favor. 

There is a limit to the endurance of any man trapped 
in a hostile situation and mine was reached on Deeeflllier 8th. I 
do believe in God - not necessarily a Just God but in the gover
nance of a Divine Being. His Will, however, is often enacted 
through hrnnan hands, and human adversaries are arraigned w.gains-t 
me. 

Sincerely, and in friendship, 
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9:00 2..r~. . D~part ::~ ~-::: ;:;(~1:::12. ~1 ·£·"'i-~lci., 
Conv~i!.· 81S 
Fl yi r1g t i.~ 1e: 3 :-~S 

- ' . ..LC..a:!U 

2:30 
5:~0 

Arri·.·e Lz,:n.02:t Fi. ~!.cl, St. Loc:i.., 
De!?art St .. Louis, Flj ·ic.g time: 2:05 
1-\r!:i\re ::J1.1.ll~s - P~g::! -~=~.va~/3 
Car 2.nd st2.tio:::i •.vagon to resi.d.encc 

/ WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 3, 1973 

9:~ · Roy Ash, Shultz, HRH, Ziegler 
11:00 Kissi:c.g ;:e.:-, Shultz (en-ergy) 
12:00 John Dean 
1: 00 =-------=H~e""rc..:b:......:K:..:.ahnbach (Mess} 
3:20- Ken Cole 
3:45 Minnick, Bullin 
4:40 Fl2.nig3.n 

· .$ ..d.5 Roy Ash . C~o p:..._ _____ C;...cco...ccl.c;;:s~o=n, De an 

j THURSDAY, JANUARY 4, 1973 

i. 

.. - -,1 

7:30 Conference Di;:ung Room - 1Neinbe=g~r. Lyn..,., Butz 
11 :30 Vernon Jordan 
12~30 AG, Dean (.0,Iess} 
1:3-0----~-}-T-_-aircut 

3:00-5:00 President, BRR · · 
6:00 Shultz, A9h, $t2in, Ti.:rrunons, Ziegler., Hullin 

/ FRIDAY. JANUARY 5, 1973 

8:30 
12 :15 
2:00 
3:00 

Bipar-tisa:w. Lea..2-e::::-shi? - State Dir..i.ng ~oom 
Goverrror l'! cl son R oc::~e£ellel"' 
P=ess brief!.TI.g (:-co.rg2_ci.z2.tior..) 
Gene Risher (UPI) 

3 ~--- __ D_~2-~,_S_?l:.son 
4:: 13 i~ob :1.:t I .;t:°!Y-"'~ 3, 

5:Q_Q_·-·· _____ _P;: e sid. e nt 

6:no 
•::out"::!: e r~ce Diri .:1:; ::.{aom ·- E :J..i~.;; £2.:-e1:#;:~ll 
R :~ce?ti. ~)!1 .. ±o:: ? --=-~~s'..1-:.:-:.(:~n C:on: ~ :-~:,.3:-11.,::!j ...... :. 
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Mr. DEAN. As I was commenting before the break, on page 135 
in dealing with the subject of Executive clemency for Mr. Hunt and 
others, I was out of my office from roughly December 22 until the 
morning of January 3. The latter part of this time I was in California 
with other members of the White House staff and their famiEes on a 
short vacation. I received a call on the morning of January 2 while 
awaiting takeoff from California in the President's new Air Force One. 
The call ,was irom Paul O'Brien, who told me that there were some 
serious problems and I should speak with him as soon as I returned to 
"\Vashington. He told me that Mr. Hunt ·was off the reservation. I was 
traveling with Haldeman and told him about the call. ·. -

When I arrived in Washington that evening, I called O'Brien and he 
told me that Hunt was quite upset and wished to plead guilty but 
before he did so he wanted some assurances from the 1Vhite House that 
he would receive Executive clemency. O';Brien told me that Hunt 
would only take the assurances from Colson and that Bittman had 
been trying to reach Colson. I told O'Brien that I doubted ,if Colson 
would be willing to give any such assurance because he was staying at 

. more than arm's length from Hunt. I told O'Brien that I would have 
to talk with him about it in the morning. 

On the morning of January 3, I received another call from Mr . 
O'Brien saying that the matter had to be resolved immediately because 
he had talked to Bittman, and they had been trying to get hold of 
Colson without any success. Colson called me to tell me that Bittman 
was trying to reach him and asked me if I had seen the letter that Hunt 
had sent him. I have submitted a copy of the letter to the committee. 

f The letter was marked exhibit No. 34-28. *] 
Mr. DEAN. I told Colson that I had not seen the letter, I had just 

returned to my office, and while we were talking I found in my inail a 
memorandum from Colson with a letter attached from Hunt in which 
he was desperately pleading to have Colson meet with his attorney, 
l\fr. Bittman . I told Colson that I was aware of the fact that Bittman -
wanted to discuss the matter of 'Executive clemencv for Hunt and that 
Hunt would only take assurances from him-Colson. As I recall. Col
son said that he did not want to meet with Mr. Bittman but he would 
d!) whatever I suggested. I told him I would get back in touch with 
him. 

I next met with Ehrlichman and told him about the situation and 
he thought that Colson should meet with Bittman. I do not believe Col
son was present when I first discussed this with Ehrlichman. I in
formed Colson that Ehrlichman thought he shmilcl meet with Bittman. 

In trying to reconstruct as best as I recall what occurred, there was 
a meeting in Ehrlichman's office on January 3, after )Ir. Colson had 
had a conversation with Bittman about Hunt's potential for Executive 
clemency. T recall that when Colson came to the meeting with Ehrlich
man he was extremely shaken, which was unlike Colson. He was not 
specific in his ariruments to Ehrlichman but he said that he:felt it was 
imperative that Hunt be given some assurances of Executive clemency. 

The meeting in Ehrlichman's office did n<Yt last long and Ehrlich
man said that he would have to speak with the President. Ehrlichman 
told Colson that he should not talk with the President about this. On 

•see p. 1233 . 
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January 4, I learned from Ehrlichman that he had given Colson an 
affirmative regarding demen cy for Hunt and tlut Colson had talked 
with Bittman again about the matter. There was another meeting on 
this subject on January 5, in Ehrlichman's office, in which Colson 
explained exactly what ~e had told Bittman regar~ling clem~ncy. He 
said that he had told Bittman t11at he could not gIYe a spec1fic com
mitment but he gave him a general assurance. He also said that he 
told him that clemency generally came up around Christmas and that 
a year was a long time. It was as this meeting was ending that I said _ 
to Ehrlichman that this will obviously affect all of the others in vol vecl 
as the word will spread, and can I assume that the same commitment 
extends to all? He said that no one could be given a specific commit
ment but obviously, if Hunt was going to get an assurance for clemency 
the others could understand that it applied to all. 

After the meeting in Ehrlichman's office, Colson told me that al-
though Ehrlichman had told him that he (Colson) should not discuss 

U
his matter with the President, that he, in fact, thought it was so 
mportant that he had taken it up with foe President himself. I also 
earned shortly thereafter, as a result of a telephone call from O'Brien, 
hat Bittman had informed O'Brien that Hunt was satisfied with 
olson 's assurances. 
As I shall state later, the President himself raised this subject on 

two occasions with me, and told me that he had discussed the matter 
of Executive clemency for Hunt with both Ehrlichman and Colson. 
The President raised this with me on :March 13, 1973, and April 15, 
1973. 

CAULFIELD's DEALINGS 'WITH McCoRn-.:-JANUARY '1973 

'While I was in California during the late December/early ,January, 
as I re:ferred to a moment ago , 1973, I received a call from :Mr. Field
ing who told me that ,Tack Caulfield had received a letter from McCord. 
Fielding was not explicit regarding the contents o:f the letter, and said 
that he had taken down the letter and that I could read it when I 
returned in the next day or so to the office. I have strbmitted a copy 
of the letter transcribed by Fielding to the committee. 

rThe letter was marked exhibit No. )H-29.*J 
l\:fr. DEAN. ·within 2 or ~ davs of mv return to the office-that is 

between January 3 and 5, Mr. ·caulfielcl came to my office with the 
original letter. I do not know what I did with the original, but I belieYe 
I gave it to Paul O'Brien. I know that O'Brien and I discussed the 
matter, because he told me that ~fcCorcl was not cooperating with his 
lawver-Mr. Alch . O'Brien also told me that Bittman had planned 
a CIA defense to the case, but McCord. who initially had been willing 
to J!O along, later refused. 

O'Brien subsequentlv talked with :Mitchell about the matter, because 
Mitchell called me and informed me that he had discussed the matter 
with O'Brien, and Mitchell asked me to request that ,Tack Caulfield 
talk with McCord to find out what he ,ms going to do. I told :\fitchell 
I would ask Caulfield to speak with :\IcCorcl. 1Vhen I later tried to 
reach Caulfield he hricl gone to California for a drug conference. I later 
informed Mitchell that Caulfield was out oHo"\'l"n. ' 

•see p. 1235. 
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Hunt. The significance of these Xerox copies of photographs to the then-unknown 
allei;erl break-in of Br. Fielding's office was, of course, not then realized, since I 
had no knowledge whatsoeYer of the Department of .Justice file in the Pentagon 
Papers case until that matter ,-_-as transferred to the Criminal Division as a 
result of the abolition of the Internal Security Dh·ision :\larch 26, 1973 and 
the significance did not thereafter become apparent until a check was made of 
the CIA material in the Criminal Division on or about :\lay 3, 1973, in conn-eetion 
with ,the case of Unitc(l States Y. Anthony Jo-~eph Ru-~so, Jr., et al. as a result 
of the Government disclosure of the memorandum of April 16, 1973, to me. 

I thought it was only fair to Mr. Petersen to put that affidavit which 
gives his version of how he came to have knowledge of the alleged 
break-in of Ellsberg's psychiatrist and that, of course, was not until 
this year. 

)fr. EHRLICH:\IAX. Senator, I certainly have brought you only hear
say on this. 

Senator GURNEY. I understand. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I did it not for the purpose of the truth of the 

statement but I did it in response to a question about what I thought 
at the time about who knew about this. 

Xow, what the affidavit doesn't say, that you all might be able t-0 
determine, is whether or not Mr. Dean was C<?rrect in what he told 
me about what those pictures showed because he told me that one of 
the pictures was a picture of G. Gordon Liddy standing in front of 
Dr. Fielding's name plate and that the other pictures were pictures of 
ransacked l?remises. 

Now, if, m fact, the affidavit is correct, and they got these things in 
the Justice Department back in October of 1972, which would have 
been sometime ago with G. Gordon Liddy standing in the foreground, 
tha;t might cast more dignity upon Mr. Dean's statement to me than 
just taking the bare affidavit. But again I hesitate to say in fairness 
to Mr. Petersen that I don't vouch for the truth of what )fr. Dean 
told me about this. I just have to tell you what he thought at the time. 

Senator GURNEY. Well, I realize that, and my introduction of the 
affidavit was in no way to impeaoh your test,imony, but only to show 
tihat Mr. Petersen has an entirely different viewpoint of this, which 
I think is important from his point of view as well as the Justice 
Department. 

1\fr. EHRLICHl\IAN. I understand. 
Senator GURNEY. It also raises an interesting point, too, about how 

Mr. Dean could have found out a year ago ,if the Justice Department 
itself didn't receive the information until Oct-Ober of last year. That 
certainly is a conflict of testimony. 

Senator ERVIN. I think maybe I had better put in the record that 
this affidavit which you have offered without objeetion on the part of· 
any member of the committee is received as an exhibit and the reporter 
will mark it appropriately as such. 

--~·he document referred to was marked exhibit No. 93*.] 
Senator Gummy. One of the important pieces of testimony in t.his 

heating, l\fr. Ehrlichman, inrnlves the whole matter of Exeeuth·e 
clemency, whether the PresidE.>nt. actually authorized anybody to offor 
Executive clemencv to any of the defendants. And I am sure von know 
this has come up i'ii our testimony. I wonld like to examine.that area 
for a moment. 

•See p. 2652. 
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Ffrst of all, did you have-your logs show that you had meetings 
with John Dean on ,January 3, 1973, January 4, and ,January 5. 

·would you tell the committee what the subject of those meetings 
was, beginning with the 3d? 

Mr. EHRLICH:\IAX. On January 3, I met twice with )fr. Dean, once 
alone at noon and once at 7 p.m. with :\fr. Colson. The meeting with 
Mr. Colson related to a letter which )Ir. Dean had told me about at 
our earlier brief meeting, and this was a letter which I belie\·e :\Ir. 
Colson had received from Mr. Hunt. I believe I am correct about that. 
It was a very melancholy and a very passionate kind of letter. I think 
the letter is in the record. as a matter of fact. And it talks about his 
being abandoned by his friend and so on. It was on the heels of Mr. 
Hunt having lost his wife. 

)Ir. Colson was genuinely concerned and shaken by this. He had had 
long friendships with the Hunts, both l\Ir. and Mrs., and he had pro
posed to Mr. Dean that he get together with Hunt or with Hunt's 
attorney, at least, to register his continuing friendship and hia com
passion for Hunt's loss of his wife and so on, and so that Hunt would 
not feel that he had been abandoned by . his friend. This is the thing 
that we discussed with Mr. Colson that evening at 7 o'clock. 

I took it as almost a given in the meeting that there would be some 
contact between Mr. Hunt or his attorney and Mr. Colson. And it was 
simply a question of what the proper conduct would be under the cir
cumstances, it being, obviously, delicate to have a White House con
tact of one of the defendants right at this particular point in time. So 
it was discussed and it was discussed in terms not of a personal meeting 
between them, wh~ch is what Mr. Hunt, apparently, wanted in the 
letter, but Mr. Colson talking with William Bittman, who was then 
Hunt's attorney, and conveying this message of support, personal sup
port through that avenue. 

Mr. Dean raised the cautionary warning that if anybody from the 
,vhite House sat down with :Mr. Bittman m a situation like this. that 
there was an inevitable opportunity for misunderstandini as to the 
purpose of the meeting, as to assurances that might or might not be 
gh·en, and so forth. 

. Clemency was obviously at the forefront of everybody's mind in 
this meeting as one of the things which was a potential dang-er, and I 
advised both people at the meeting, Mr. Dean and Mr. Colson, of a 
previous conversation that I had had with the President on that sub
ject, and indicated to them that--

Senator GURXEY. That was back in July, was it? 
l\fr. EHRLICH::\IAN. Yes. sir. I indicated to them the substance of that 

conversation, which was that the President wanted no one in the Wl1ite 
House to get into this whole area of clemency with anybody inrnh·ed 
in this case, nnd snrel.v not make any assurances to anyone. 

)fr. Colson said that he was sure that he could m·oid that pitfall 
and ham the conversation. He w·as advised by )fr. Dean to either take 
notes 01' make such mental notes of the C011"ersation that he could re
construct the conversation if the question e,-er came up again. And that 
is what }Ir. Colson did. ,v e had a snbseqnent meeting- where--

Srnator GrnXEY. Before we go to the subsequent meeting. could you 
be a 1itt1c more explicit in >·our testimony as to how the discussion 
arose about Execntiw clemencv? Ti'lw brouzht it up. and who said 
what ort this subject at the ,J :tmui.r,r 3 meeting? 
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Jfr. EunLICIUL\X, I can't say who brought it up, Senator. "\Ve were 
going o,·er the potential problems that could come from :.\fr. Colson 
having a contact, either with ·)Ir. Hunt or his attorney. It had been 
his firm practice not to have any contact with Mr. Hunt because of 
the imputation, because frankly, exerybody knew they were close, 
that they had been close friends. There had been a lot of suspicion 
that somehow, )Ir .. Colson might be implicated in the ·watergate 
because he was a close friend of )Ir. Hunt's, and )fr. Colson was lean
ing orer backward to do ererything he could to avoid gidng any 
credence or credibility to that suspicion. 

So when we got into the decision that he would have contact with 
Bittman rather than Hnnt, I think it was John Dean who said, "You 
are going to be asked whether you are willing to get Hunt out at some 
time in the future." · 

Senator GunxEY. How did Dean know that he was going to be 
asked that? 

:.\fr. EHRLICH3L\.N. ·well, it was conjecture, but I mean it was in 
the realm of what kind of problems are. you liable to confront and you 
had better be ready for this, and look out, and what is your response 
going to be? ,I think both Dean and I had· some mental reservations 
about the desirability of this, but :Mr. Colson had a very strong friend
ship urge, so to speak-I mean, here was this really moving letter and 
he was saying, "I just can't leave this fellow without hearing from me." 

Now how do we go about this? _ 
enator Gumrnr. All right, now, you have a meeting on January 4, 

the next clay. Did that involve this subject at all? · 
)fr. Ennucinrxx. No, that included Attorney General Kleindienst. 
Senator GumrnY. And it had nothing to do with the Hunt problem? 
Mr. E1rnuc1ouN. I do not believe so. I do not think it was ever 

mentioned. 
Senator GunxEY. I see you had a meeting, too, on that day January 

4. with the President. Did you discuss 1Yatergate in any fashion on 
that meeting? 

)Ir. EnRLICH:\L\X. I do not recall, Senator. That would have been 

my first meeting with the President after I came back from about a 
~-week absence. )Iy guess is that the-well, let us see. About an hour 
of that. I think. was by myself-no, let us see, that was with the Presi
dent. Jfr. Haldeman, and then Dr. Kissinger came in for about 45 
minutes of that meeting. I beliere that was a catchup session on just 
the problems that had accumulated during my long absence, but I 
just do not ham any recollection of specific topics. 

Senator GunNEY. Do you h:n-e notes on that meeting at all? 
)fr. EnRLICIDL\X. ,vell, I do. but they are not in my custody and 

T ha,·e to be like an elephant and suck up the contents and then come 
some,vhere and try to regnrgitatf' them. It is a laborious process, 
hrcanse we, ns yon know, are not in a position to make any notes or 
copit>s. So I do not ha \·e--

Senntor Grnxr:Y. H:ffe yon chrcked that merting recently, the notes 
of that merting? 

)fr. Erna.rnnr.\X. Xo. sir: I !tan' not. All I ha,·e is the Pi-esident's 
log ,Yhid1 shows who w:is in thl' nwPting. 

fip1rntor Gn:XEY. Lc·t us turn to .TannatT i">. now. a mec-tin~ with 
Dean and Colson. · · , 
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I ./ , ,-· --
____;,,/; __ / 'j · ----,----" ... ------

Ql?_~g Stotr,rn2nt of Charl,.?s \!_: Col ~_?n 
Bef or e Select Com~itt e e on Presicien~ia l 

.f ~Camo:1·i c,p Activities, L__ ·, "~o' . . 
Uni ted States Sena te 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

statement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 

of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I raay, to give this Committee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed your 

p.:-oceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter

mine not only what in £act happened, but why and hew these 

things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Dcrnocrat:ic 1'fational Co::rc·,1ittee h2 .:::ciquarters on the radio. It 

·.-~2.:·. S:t'.::urday, J :.::t1.c 17, 1-972. I thou~ht it Fas n.:) more thar.. 2.n 
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p~'.J licity for the ·white House. I have regretted my decision 

ev 2r since; it was a cowardly act. 

I also received a letter dated December 11, from Kevan · ·. 

Hunt asking my help in getting- his mother's body buried at the 

Rosebud Indian Reservation. Dorothy Hunt was one-eighth Sioux 

Indian. Once again, I referred this letter to John Dean under 

a cover memo of December 13, 1972. Both Kevan Hunt's le~ter 

and my memo to Mr. Dean have been furnished to the Committee 

staff. 

The other matter I recall in the month of Decer.1ber t·;,as 

when .Mr. Dean asked me whether I had called General Cushi--r..an_in 

1971 when Hunt first came . into the White House. I told him 

I had not. It was not until the publicity of recent months 

that I learned that the Department.of Justice had asked Nr •• 

Dean who had made the original call. 

r On December 31, Hunt acknowledged my two handwritten 

- not es in a· sad and .moving letter, a copy of which was delivered 

to your staff in early i'-Iav. 
J 

I mere ly sent the letter to Nr. 

Dean on January 2 with a cover note, which Mr. Dean h3s already 
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read into the record. The no te s ays , "Now what the h e ll do 

T .--1 ? 1J 
-'-- L:0. 

On January 3, I believe while I was in the m1ite House 

Staff Mess having lunch, Mr. Dean called to say that he had to 

see me urgently~ I saw him, I think in his office. He asked 

me to see Howard Hunt. I recall being annoyed by his request. 

For one thing, I was tired and overworked, having spent most 

of New Year's weekend at the White House on matters related 

to the resumed Vietnam peace negotiations and the President's 

announcements. Also, I was preparing to leave the staff in 

a matter of weeks and did not at that point want to become 

involved in any Watergate matters. 

Dean told me that Hunt was in very bad shape, on the 

verge of cracking up and that I simply owed it to him to 

see him and reassure him of my continued 'friendship. I · must 

also say that I was personally moved by Hunt's letter. 

I tolij Mr. Dean I would have to think about it. At 

the same time Nr. Bittman was placing call s to my office, leEcvir..g 

messages th at he wanted to see me. As I recall, I called 
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Dean an hour or two later. I told him I would not see Mr. H~nt, 

but that I would, as Mr. Hunt had asked in his letter, se~ 

Mr. Bittman. I said I could not do it that day, that I was 

too busy, but I would in the next day or so. r-tr. Dean res

ponded, "All the lawyers are meeting across the street>" 

which I assumed meant the Committee for the Re-election offices 

at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue. He said it was urgent that I see 

Bittman immediately. I told Mr. Dean I di:d not want to be 

involved in what was going on "across the street." -

Mr. Dean w~nt on to explain the urgency, saying that 

l·fr. Bittman intended to a ,....rr,,a 
.Le,'-- a motion to suppress the Govern-

ment's evidence from Hunt's safe; that I would be called as a 

Government witness to testify that Hunt's employment had, iri 

fact, been terminated in March of 1972 and that, therefore, 

he had been using the safe without authorization. Mr. ·Dean 

said I should at least explain these facts to Mr. Bittman. In 

view of my continuing objections, Mr. Dean suggested we dis-

cuss the matter with John Ehrlichman. We tvent to Nr. Ehrlichman 1 s 

f C• 0-.i.lCe. 
-

:Mr. Dean explained to Mr. Ehrlichman that he had asked 

rnc to see Mr. Bittman, but that I was reluctant to have any 

contact i;-Jith Mr. Hunt or his lawyer. !·Ir. Ehrliclman said he 
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saw no reason fo r me not to see Bit tman but, obviou s ly if 

Bi t:: tm an s ho ·ul d make an y app 22. ls on b 2hal f o f his cl ie nt) I 

sho u ld be car eful to make no co ITu'"7lit ments or represent a tions. 

I did see Mr. Bittman late that afternoon. Throughout 

the diicus~ion, Mr. Bittman neve~ asked for executive clemency 

for Hunt and I never offered it. In fact, executive clemency 

was never mentioned. The bulk of the discussion concerned 

Hunt's physical and mental condition -- his concern for his 

children -- his physical and mental inability to endure either 

a long· trial or a _ long prison term -- and the motion to suppress 

·. 

as to ·which I discussed in some detail the circu--nstances surrounding 

Nr. Hunt's termination, the fact that he had abandoned his safe 

and that the Government had properly seized the evidence ·con-

tained in it. Mr. Bittman's major conc~rn, as he expressed it 

to me, was his inability to negotiate with the prosecutors a 

plea to a reduced number of counts; further that he -had been 

unsuccessful in getting Hunt's ·trial dela yed in the light of 

Hunt's personal tragedy. I there a fter reported to Mr. Dean and 

Hr. Ehrlich man th e substance of my con ve rs a tion with Hr. Bittcan 

and ex pressed my personal syrnpat ty for Hunt's pli gh t. 

Mr. Bitt man as ke d to s ec me again on the 4th. He ca me 
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to my office late in th e aft e rnoon. He in f ormed me that h e 

had dropped the motion to suppress and thought I would like to 

know that he believed he was now making headway in negotiating 

a reduction of the number of counts in consideration for Hunt's 

pleading guilty. He restated his concern over Hunt's ability 

to stand trial or to endure a long prison term. 

Following the second meeting with Mr. Bittman, I pre

pared a memorandtnn containing the substance of our two conver

sations, . a copy of ~vhich was delivered to Mr. Dean. I .might note 

that, while :Mr. Dean seemed to have almost total recall for 

minute detail in his 248 page .opus, he overlooked this memo-~ 

randum in .his testimony .. The memorandum makes clear that I - . . . . 

told Mr. Bittman under no circumst a nces could I do anything 

more for his client than assure him that I was his friend and, 

as such, that I would try to help him anytime. I specificaliy 

told Mr. Bittman I could make no representations as to what I 

might or might not be ab le to do i .f in fact Mr. Hur..t was sen-

tenced and imprisoned. 

l Vf'red to your st a ff on 

' .. J 

A copy of this memorandu m was deli-

May 3. 

Mr . Dean's te s timon y r e lat i v e to this i ss ue -- that is, 
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2:1S p. rn. 

FROM: CHARLES COLSO:\' 

Bob Halclem.a.1 just c2-lled 2nd 2.skcd ,,·h,-:ct n:present?.Lions I h:i.d 
rr1a(le to 1-Io\,:.·2..rd H~!;1t \vltI'1 res;:>cct to tl1e corn.n·1i_~tation. of 1-1is ser~tcn.ce. 
I told hi.rn th.:it I h2.d 111::sdc no rcprc::,2:o.t2.ti.o:1., tl:2.l I 1nd not see!: 
I-!01...vard I-I-unt since the· '\V2.te.r;2.tu, t~c:2.t I 112.cl sce11 l1is la\v~.rcr tv/ice, 

perhaps three tirn.es, at his la\'cye,·''.j request (a.nd at John De2.n's 

request). Bob asked \vh.:i.t I heed told .Sittman, and I sirnply s2.id 
that I told him essenti.ally that I co:1siclercd myself Ho,vard }-h:nt's 
frierd, that I would do anything anyti~ne that I possiuly could for 
HO\vard. 

Bob asked \Vhcther I told Howi",rcl Hunt that his sentence v;odd be 
commuted beio:rc Christrn.as and I s,::icl no, that I had not, fr12.t hi.s 
12.\··:y-i;::i· 1-~o.il ::','JITlC. ta ~'3 2.~d S?.10. th.:..it H11nt di(l ·not \T_.ra.11t "lo go Lu j~il7 

that he \,·as going to j.::ci.l, but d~dn 1t \·va.nt to stay in j;:iilbcyond the end 

of this year. I told Bittnun that I had no control over lliat, that I 
couldn't rr..ake any representations in any respect, Lut thz.t so lon.,; ;is 
I \Vas around, I \vould de) anything I c01.ild to help I-font, that I felt he 
had been punished ec1.ough and that he should not be subject to further 
punish::t:.ent. I told Bob ti12.t I \vas very cle2.r 1n what I b.;.1d sai.d to 

. ( 

Bittn1an, that in fact I wrote it clo°'"n as I \Vas saying it so H1E,t0 therc 
would never be a rnist,nclcr::,tanding, that I had 1nadc very explicit 
1nen1ora.nd:1. for th,) file and th,:.t I hz1cl cccl',·iscd "ChrJicl~n:1:,,n and Dean of 
the conversations since I had been askccl by Dc2.n to see EEttman. 

Bob asked whether I had ever u"cd anyone else's ncu:-ne in the con
ve:ts2.~ion ~t11cl I saicl no, that I h:1..cl r1ot.. 1-Ic <.\~31::.cd ,vl1etb.cr I-Iut1t 1"l.1igl1t 
ha ·ve t11e i rnp res 3 ion fr orn 111. y c c>rr1.r:n u.!1i c(·1..ti 011 \'\·i. tl1 I3 i tt r1.1.a. r1 t}1;t t 11c J I-I urtt, 

"voulcl nu/: sc:·vc hcyut-:~i L}1c end of tl1i;; "/'-:~1r i:n t)riso~1 <.incl I saicl "~i1at i1r
rn.ig11t \\~C 11 }1a ve cl r ~t \\' n \\. ha tc \··c r cur.cl 1..1:: -~ 0:1 s lie. \'.·a yrLe d to fr or11 rT1 :,r 
}1av.ing sa.ifl t}1~i.i I\'. ul~ld (~o 2.nythi.11;_~ I ccn!\d to J1..;.__:l1) b!n::~ }~.:lv~irtg s~ ic:~ t}:a.t· 

in resp1:,11~c to th~ sp·--~t.~i fie point th:~t I·Iutil C:~d 11ot \VZ'l_t..._t f:~) sc:rvc bc~-} .. <.)rl.·J. i:h0 

end of th._; yc.:tr .. II0\1_·c,,·(~r, L~1ttr1·i.-t1!, in t1l\'" cor1·vcr~~~~iun:3 \Villt 11it:"l:, t:n:~l·:!1·-

(471) 



34.7 CHARLES COLSON MEMORANDUM, JANUARY 5, 1973 
THE \'/HITE HOUSE 

\VASHlNGTON 

Janu2.ry :>, 1973 

)..iE01lOR_\.?\DU?v[ ?OR TiiE FILE 

SUBJECT: foterv-iew y,-ith Bill Bittc12.n 

On Janl.!~_1_ry· 3, Bill Bittrn2.n 2.skcd to see me. I-Ie said it \Vas a 
m2.tter of co!lsideraC>le 1.;.i-genc:t. I-:~~ had rnad.(! t:-ie request se-,.rer;il 
tin1es in tl1e ?·?..st 2.EC1 .. on tI'~e c_d·v-ic;.; 0£ Joh.r1 Dean, I 11ad refused 
to see }J.1--:-1. Dean told r:-!.2 o~ th2 32:d., ho\.-:.'ever, th2.t I shod cI see 
},J.r:n., th2..t he hc_d sor:ne questior..s tQ ~sk \Vhich I h2.d to ans- .. r,;-er 
and. th2t it# ·v.tc..s apprc?riate ina.Sr!l.S.,:}1 as my,. testi.::-non.y cot!.ld be 
in-volv-ed in 2. rr .. otion to suppress c2yt2.in e'\ri.dence., t}12_t I gi\.;--e 
Bittrnan t:1c cou::-tesy of an i.r:tervi,:::w so that he could find out 
fr,at £acts directly £:ram rne. 

Bittrn.2.n 2.sl,:ed me 2.bout the circt:::-- ... st2.r..cCs of }Iov.·ardrs le2.v-ing. 
I described tbcm to tr!e best of rr::y· :. .. ecollectior1 2_s I had desc!'"ibed 
t!lem to t.I'~e U.S .... :\t:o:-n.cy- 2~d t!-:~ FBI. I told Bittman that! 
h2d not kr:a-,.~/n th2.t Eo- .. '":/a:td \~;2.s s~:ll on the pay·roll. L~2-smuc~'1. as 
Jo2.n Eall h2.d si 6ned 2_ll of Lis ti2.2 s:1,2<::'.ts, I ,vas u:nder the 
imp!"'cssio ... 1 th2.t }1e nae. gone to t!':.-~Cor:~n1ittce in !vfa~ch or 
pe:rhaps e,r.en eaxiier to \~io::-~ fo-:- Gordon Liddy. 

I e:912.ined to hir:1 t1-.:.2t I :fou:11 ol:.t 20--.-~·2.:--d ,=..,2.s still on the ?ayroll 
2.nd had to be forr~-:::lly· 2>~.r::.ov:=d \ 7.-~":::!'::. 1~~ 2.sked me in. },,.f2"":rch i.f tt":.e::-c 
~~-:.:-e:-e a11;{ "",V?-Y rlis reti:r-2rr.er:t ce,;il=: Cc rei:r:stated cv-erL for 2- C..2.y· so 
t1-~at he could Te\-ise ti!e si.;.::-... ~ri;~o~:s G2::e£it elect.:.or.. ~.-.,-:riich }1e h:'!.d. 
;_-r:acle upor.1. .!4eti:;:e:-:--!.-::~~t f:=or:-: t;J.~ c=-.-;. a y~2.=- e2.::-1ier. Sie e,-pl-=-;-.~d 
t:-~2..: hls health . ...,~ ... 2.s 1;.ct good c..s he 1:2.d. }:::..C. ;:,_not:~er c.l~e= 2.:t2..c~~ 2..~d 

I-~u.u.t {or 2_ !':";.2.:1:.0., h2- g.:J..v-~ it to :-::.2> :~1.~.: I ;2..,. .. -,..:; i:1 tc.~ ... "1 to Diel:;: ~c,-~-:.,-a~·d 

io:r }1.2.~-2~:.!*!.S 2-~C _th2C L'i ,::::_ 2.t t~::-_: t::::.~. t~o1-: l~Ci\- .. -2..~C. of£ tf' ... e ;_:;a)r::_ ... c,}l 
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.Gittr.nan ~o1r1 me tl12.t !:.e 1~2.d i~tc ... --.dcd to bring. the rnotion to s u pi_):·ess 
q a q., l. T • . • 1 • • ., t h • <(• . ri r 

on t:.1c gro ur:c: s t...J.-Cu • .r·_~'J\· .. ,.:1.:rct 1.;;:..a ccnt1nue: ct o use ~1s 01.1.1c·c an .. .L s.:-1.e 

2nd th:tt, t:-:~ref0:--c, ti-~e Go;/ern.:nent had no rig h~ to enter t!1e s2. fe. 

I explained to him thc.t I did not kr:.°O'.V it the time tli.2.t I-Io:,v.:crd still 

had a '.-V-:b.itc 1-iouse-pcss, c_ltl1ou.g11 I st!~ St::qucr1tly lc2.rned th2.t 1-\"2_s 

tl1.:~ .case 1),~cause o·f an. 2.d.!T'-.i.Pistr2..~ive er.r.-or in processing, "'.";.r11ich 

error grct.-,t out of t1-;e £2..ct t}12.t "Yt-:! t1-ied t o gi·ve hirn ti1~ opport1.1ri..ity 

to elect sur;,.-~vors benefits at t11e tir:1.e he left. Ir1 sl10:rt, that took 

his severe::.ce out of the no.rma.l routir.e ha:,dEr~g that \vould n2.ve 

otherwi3i::! been the case. 

During the course of the conversation, Bittm.2.n told me that HowaJ:"d 

,v2_s in· 2 scv-·::!re depression, th2.t he felt ·res11on _siblt; for h.is "vifc's 

dc2th, th3.t he had l c2.ned o...r1 he:r v~ry 11e2:vily, t112.t t!1e FI")I ha .cl told 

Doroth}'~ of tl1ings that t}1ey found in the safe -1/1hich cc.l! sed se ·vere 

str2.ir1 b,=:t\v ee n Dorothy· 2_nd I-Io\.va:rd c~nd great err1ba.rr 2.s_srr1ent : to 

Ho\vard c_r:.2. t~c..t all 0£ this v.ras V/eighing hea'tlily on hirn .r1o·~l/. 

Bittrr12_n s2id t}12.t HQ\·v2.rd felt t}.e Gover.ru~ent "~-: ... as ou t to get l1i1::-i . 

Bittr:ian s2.i.d that he, Bittman, did not l10nestly feel Howard could. 

stc.nd tri 2.l, fi1c.t I'..e -"v2.s ob.ses sed ,~-rith the concern of his fo1.1.r 

children, or:e of \.vhorr~ .. '1-.ras so <li stu:- :Jed t:!2.t app~:r.eetl)r ~he 11a.d 

2.ttemptec1. suicid.~, 2.11o_thc~ '\\tas su££eri.r...g from. b:r-2,.j __ n damc.ge incu::-red 

in an auton-:obile accid~nt. 

I e=-:pl2.ir1.~:d to Bitt r...-:2n :h2.t I 1:ad. 1..:r.!.c,-"71"i1. r..:-ithing a.Oout 'T~'late rgatt!. 

Dittma.n. s2.id tilat !""I::r-:;'"a!"cl co.:' ... {i:r-::1~:C. th2..s , th~t I Y/25 ir1 no -.;..,~./2-y in

vol,tecl. I told BiZt:!:2- _!"! I -:.\"2.r::eC. to s t2.y .in th2.t posi:ion, t}12.t I 

rea.Jly dir:1n ?t ,~-2.nt to k2:.o·".v the. :°2.cts, th2..t I hop ed ~-:o"'.s.r2:rd \:::as ir 1:1.ocer..t 

2..sd thct I .... -. .;a.~tec1 to do 2.r.,.yt~jng I col_-lld t~) !1.elp Ho\v2-:-d bec2.u-se I felt 

he h2.G be':'.~ esed 2.nC. f"'.:.c-d se£icred more t}:2.:i 2.ny man sll.ould be 

e.: ... .:pected. to suffer .. . I told. 3ittr:ian to pJ.ea.se reassur.:: I--!oi..v-2-~-d L'::2_t 

1 2.s an i~C.i'\.,'iC.122.l felt =e 2.l g:rie£ ov·e: I-to·\va:rC.t s circu::::st2...rrces, t:112.t 

I ,voulcl ·?!l\v2_ys be a f~ie.cd, 2.4ega::dles~ of ·\,,"!;at 1:e did, f~12.t I 1.~·oulC. 

ctl\ -: . .-ay""s '\v2.nt to try· to_b.-2:l? __ in e-\ri_y ",-:-;a·y 1 col1ld~ ev:·er.. to t!-:e ?Oi .c.t of a 

ch2r2.c:er \-:-.:it:.~ss if th2.t -~·:,.:e:·e us~fu.l.. I c:.:plc!.ir!ed t:.:3.t I l-12_d not se~n 

~:o·-.~ ... arC. 2..r:d r!?.d C(.~en u~-.-::..-il~5...:--_-; to se e Bit:~:!n:!I1 ::>e c2.use I t}1ou ~ :-.t I cat.!J.d 

l)e rna.::.-c.: !1.21~:fl.:1 to }.:;_0\-.. :2:..:--d i_i 11: -:::..: !-:-i~, .. self tot 2.~l}- U!!:__:_-.,·cl-,,·,:;:,~. 

I C:\.-pl2.i~:.::!d i:f t~=re '\·v·~:re a rno:io.n to su ·p;,r2ss t~:?.t, of cot1.rs -~, 

1-:.a.':·e to t--2=-~~i=·;- ~!.Sa Gc\ -·---.i::-.~2!:t --::/it~:~ss 2.g~:.i!"lst ~0- .. ,:2..rd, t'!~:it I 
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rfo,•,ard had gone off foe !)ayroll and w;:i.s usillg his forme.::- 0£.ficc and 

szi.f~ ,~.-~tho~t ~uthority, tl::?.t I \'tiould_simply !' .. ave to t.cll 2.ll_of the 

fc.cts as I rccc.11 th~n1. 

On January 4, Bittrnan asked to see me again. He told rne that he 

had wi.thdrawn the .rnotion to suppress, that obviously based .on what 

I had told hirn it \,·onld not succeed and there was, therefore, no point 

in pursuin_'$ it. He tolcl r.1e that Howard was on the vqrge of cr2.c~~ii:tg 

because he \V?.s fearful that if he went to jail something catasti-ophic 

\vonld happen to his children. I told Bittman that as a friend I \·.:ould 

try to help somehow v,ritl1 his children, perhaps find someone ,vho 

could assun:ie custody, that I felt Eoward had already suffered more 

panishmer.t than any court could give and I personally- hoped he 

didn't have to go to jail. 

I told Bittman that if he did, ·r wot!ld certainly make any recor:i::n.endations 

I could anytime~ 2.!1}"\Vhere, that Ho't.v-c_rd' s sentence be mitigated and t122..t 

he, Bittman, should foel free to call U?on me. Just as a human mat!:er, 

I couldn't im2.gine any judge sentencing Howard to an extenced period in 

j2il, kn::>wi!lg the circumstances of his £2.rr.ily and -.-,hat could be the 

consequences. 

Bitt.m2.n s2.id th.2.t Si!':ica ,~.,.as a "h2.!!ging 11 judge and that Silbe~t ''.V2.S a 

z~2.!~t p::osc::l!te!", t:::!.: he, :Sit:~~2..:1., haC. tried t::> get Sil::}e:!: tc ~g:r~e 

to a plea of guilty to certain counts so as to reduce the poss:ible 

sentence, that Silbert b.2.C. ~efuseci. U!"'.less all the dcfenC.2.p_ts pleacl~d 

ge.ilty. lie s aid th2.t t:1.e Ge£endc..n.ts y,;cre not nn.2ni1nous _in th_eiT 

feelings cu1d th2.t 1"10·1ov2.!"d ~ight i:2 fact totally c~ack t!p ar..d bcco1ne 

a rnent.2.l c2.se ~f he t:loug~:t he -v.,-.2.s goi.c.g to jaj _l £or an e:d:encied pe.:-iod 

and his ch}lC.:en \70uid 11ot be ca!"ed £0::. 

I told him I thought ·t~i s -\-;.i2S an inh:!!7!~!1 situcTtion~ that obvio1..1.sl-y there 

\-.;.r2.s notOing anyone c·(n.:ld do, but i 2-ssi..::r-ed him once a.zai.c. of my 

person a l £.~eli .. "'l~s 2.nd 1--:-1.y Cesi:re a!: a::y ti..m~ to r.na}.;.:z a; .-1y ~-..:=co.rn~enC .-atic:1s 

tr..2.t \V0~1~d be h .'2lpful, but _ I cc:..~lci.!':. '_t 2~.ncl ~vouldn :t say more t~!2.n t~ at 7 fh. 2.t 

t:1-e last t1:i ::i ~!:):-or:~ . s 0..oul<l 60 y,/oul'J. P~ to t!"")- .. to rt' .. t:.}::e an:y rep!"e..3ent2.t5.o~ 

t::2.t \~to~:1;._: 12:.:e!"° m? .. ~e ;--:J\~:ard 1 s sit 1.:c.tion ~o ·re dif.fict:lt. 1 ··si1~:::,ly s,·d.d 

I ~o~cd :-:8\ .\-?.:--d y . .rol!! rJ t:-:..:.st in rny f:::.·ien<lship, th .~_t .SO!--r;.eho~v I \\.··oul C i": ... ":!ci 

so.r..:..1..e\\.p2.y to ?.s sist £:.:.:n or !1is c11~.lc~~r:::1 i£ n.e tcss2 ~ry .. Eittrn ~.n saiC. he 

t:-"!ongh: si::--l~ly o;i 2. ?.:>-::sc~al ._b2.sis ::1-:z.!.t ~-:.nO\" • .-.!.nz t~~ ~ t I ~~till felt cv .:~;:-2.·~sio:l 

:o!"° !lo\·\·2:·c: \;·ou ld h~l? g i-""e !1im f0 :-: it 1_:c!e to rrt:!! · ~
1

"'· 1···n.1 ;."h. the tri:l.i 2.::d 5u£fc!." ~,/_:,;::..~~ 

)::~--- \ 
~ ----··- . \ • . • :. ,_. _ __. •. _.....;-...-:r..-.-.......-

C i·, :-:--L .. L .... ~.;- --..T,-.. c,j !s on 
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35. Between January 3 and. January 5, 1973 John Caulfield, a friend 

of James McCord and former assistant to John Dean, delivered to Dean a 

handwritten copy of a letter Caulfield had received from McCord. McCord's 

letter stated, "If Helms goes and the Watergate operation is laid at 

CIA's feet, where it does not belong, every tree in the forest will 

fall. Just pass the message that if they want it to blow, they 

are on exactly the right course." 

35.1 Letter from James McCord to John Caulfield, 
December 28, 1972, SSC Exhibit No. 34-29, 

Page 
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35.1 JAMES McCORD LETTER, DECEMBER 28, 1972, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 34-29, 
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EXHIBIT No. 34-29 

A'vtru.SS& i) 'TD . Ke- .J.:,14-,-.:, C....CWLFL£.Ll) . 

_?os-r NA<t.\Lb'D Q.oc..KV14.£ Mi). . l)::.-c "2..8 > ,"2-· Pt1 

e.G,c't) ':'-... 
. V E:c... • .'ZJ1 I "] 2.. 

--------:-------

·I'M. SofUl.'{ re !J.-4-vf... 7o wl2..1T~ 'IOIJ THLS l..!:.-TTE:R. 
1 

BUT 

. Ft:=1-<. .. '{ol) .IJ..A-o 'TD ·1Lt00W. 

J"~ H~1.-~s ~CG:5 _A-N 2:> TH~ WA.-TGl2.GAT€ .0As-R.AT161\.1 .. . 1!. 

t.-A,-, o • 1¥r C-{A-'s PE:.e:T, w 1..{.l::.12£ 1T . "DOE:s /\jtJT IBE:'t.ol\Jci,. 

.'iih.Jtfl.~ T~& riu Tf-lG Fc12t-sr w1LL FALL. 

:;i=T Wtt...t.. BG A- Sc.OfZ..C.t-161) . UE:':.<:CZ.T. 

1t, A-1 THG- PR.ec.,P~ 1,Jou.1~ 

. _J0s"f f)A':>s T~ 1'1.ESSA<:.:G 7H-A--r I~ ~'{ WMJT · L_:7_ .7o 

. SW>w I Tt-1-GN A--ru. o/'J · f..v.Ac..,<-'I . Tl4-cS . '2.luf-1.T C.ou12.sG.. · 

1' N Soll.fl.'( 
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January 4, I learned :from Ehrlichman that he had given Colson an 
affirmative regarding clemency for Hunt and that Colson had talked 
with Bittman again about the matter. There wa:,; another meeting on 
this subject on January 5, in Ehrlichman's office, in which Colson 
explained exactly what he had told Bittman regarding clemency. He 
said that he had told Bittman that he could not gi,·e a specific com
mitment but he gave him a general assurance. He also said that he 
told :him that clemency generally came up around Christmas and that 
a year was a long time. It ,vas as this meeting was ending that I said 
to Ehrlichman that this will obviously affect all of the others involved 
as the word will spread, and can I assume that the same commitment 
extends to all? He said that no one could be given a specific commit
ment but obviously, if Hunt was going to get an assurance for clemency 
the others could understand that it applied to all. 

After the meeting in Ehrlichman's office, Colson told me that al
though Ehrlichman had told him that he (Colson) should not discuss 
this matter with the President, that he, in fact, thought it was so 
important that he had taken it up with the President himself. I also 
learned shortly thereafter, as a result of a telephone call :from O'Brien, 
that Bittman had informed O'Brien that Hunt was satisfied with 
Colson's assurances. 

As I shall state later, the President himself raised this subject on 
two occasions with me, and told me that he had discussed the matter 
of Executive clemency for Hunt with both Ehrlichman and Colson. 
The President raised this with me on March 13, 1973, and April 15, 
1973. 

CAULFIELD's DEALINGS WITH l\IcCono-JANUARY '1973 

ile I was in California during the late December /early January, 
as I referred to a moment ago, 1973, I received a call :from Mr. Field
ing who told me that ,Tack Caulfield had received a letter from McCord. 
Fielding was not explicit regarding the contents of the letter, and said 
that he had taken down the letter and that I could read it when ·I 
returned in the next day or so to the office. I have submitted a copy 
of the letter transcribed by Fielding to the committee. 

fThe letter was marked exhibit :N" o. 3-1---29.*J 
Mr. DEAN. "\Vithi1, 2 or 3 davs of mv return to the office-that is 

between January 3 and 5, Mr. ·caulfielcl came to mv office with the 
original letter. I clo not know what I did with the orip{naL but I belie.-e 

L
I gave it to Paul O'Brien. I know that O'Brien and I discussed the 
matter, because he told me that ~foCor.d was not coopn·ating with his 
lawver-lVIr. Alch. O'Brien also told me that Bittman had planned 
a CIA defense to the case, but McCord. who initially had been willing 
to go along, later refused. 

O'Brien subsequentlv talked with Mitchell about the matter. because 
Mitchell called me and informed me that he had discussed the matter 
with O'Brien, and Mitchell asked me to request that .Tack Caulfield 
talk with McCord to find out what he was going to do. I told ::\Iitchell 
I would ask Caulfield to speak with ::\IcCord. "\Yhen I later tried to 
reach Caulfield he had gone to California for a drug conference. I later 
informed .Mitchell that Caulfield was out of ·town. 

• See p. 1235. 
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facts tlwmselves. And it is relern.nt to this committee's inquiry ,ls it 
relates to your cowhet at one point or the other. 

The request I made a few moments ago was that while some of your 
testimony will be hearsay in the strict sense, simply identify tho"e 
parts, that information ,vhich you give us in this statement, which you 
recei \·ed secon<lhan<l. 

Mr .. McCoan .. Most respectfully, sir, I shall try to do so. ,\nat I am 
reading now is firsthand. 

Senator BAKER. Thank you. 
j\fr. ::.\fcCoRD. The sentence that I began: Around 4:30 p.m. that 

afternoon, January 8, while waiting for a taxi after the court sesaion, 
Bernard Barker a::>ked my attorneys and me if he could ride in the cab 
with us to Bittman's office, which we agreed to. There he got out of 
the cab and went up toward Bittman's office. I had been under the 
impression during the cab ride that Bittman was going to talk to both 
Barker and me jointly, and became angered at what seemed to me to 
be the arrogance and audacity of another man's lawyer calling in two 
other lawyer's client.3 and pitching them for the -white House .. A.lch 
:Saw my anger and took me aside for about a half hour after the cab 
arrived in front of Bittman's office, and let Barker go up alone. About 5 
p.m. we went up to Bittman's office. There Alch disappeared with 
:Bittman, and I sat alone in Bittman's office for a period of time, 
became irritated, and went next door where Bernard Shankman and 
Austin :Mittler, attorneys for me and Hunt respectively, were talking 
about legitimate legal matters. I might add at this point parentheti
cally no knowledge whatever that either Bernard Shankman or Austin 
Mittler had any knowledge of whatever of the events which I am 
discussing in this memorandum. 

Alch finally came back, took me aside and said that Bittman told 
him I would be called that same night by a friend I had known from_ 
the -white House. . 

· Senator BAKER. Now, at that point, I take it that that is second-
hand information? . 

Senator ERVIN. That is testimony of what he says that his lawyer
told him 11r. Bittman said. Of course, as far as Bittman is concerned 
and the White House is concerned, it is hearsay, but it is his own 
knowledge. 

Senator BAKER. I entirely agree, Mr. Chairman. The point I am 
making is I want to separate the wheat from the chaff and what his 
lawyer told him clearly is primary evidence. '\That his lawyer told him 
that someone else told him is clearly hearsay after that. But once 
again, I am not tr)ing to exclude it. I ,vish simply to identify it as we 
go along. 

Mr. McCORD. I believe I stated it, sir, as it occurred, which was . 
__that this was a statement by 11r. Alch. 

[

My statement was that: .Mr. Alch finally came back, took me aside, 
ud said that ~Ir. Bittman had told him that I would be called that 
me night bv a friend I had known from the White House. 
I assti"ined this would be John Caulfield who had originally recruited 
e for the Committee for the Re-election of the President position. 
About, 12::30 p.m. that same evening, I received a call from an 

unidentified in(li\·idual \Yho said that Caulfield wt1s out of town, and 
asked me to go to a pay phone booth near the Blue Fount:1in Inn on 
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was one of the things which led to Nazi Germany's do,rnfoll. When 
Jinked with what I saw happening to the FBI under Put Gray
political control by the White Hoitc:e-it appeared then that the two 
Governme nt agencies which should be able to prepure th eir reports, 
and to conduct their business, with complete integrity and honesty, 
in the national interest, were no longer going to be able to do so. 
That the Nation was in serious trouble has since been confirmed in 
my opinion by what happened in the case of Gray's leader ship of 
the FBI. . . 

E. Howard Hunt has additional information relevant to the a 1.ove. 
Hunt stated to me on more than one occasion in the latter part of 
1972, that he, Hunt, had information in his possession which "would 
be sufficient to impeach the President." In addition, :Mrs. E . Howard 
Hunt, on or about November 30, 1972, in a personal conversation 
,vith me, stated that E. Howard Hunt's attorney, WJlli:1m 0. Bittman, 
had read to Kenneth Parkinson , the attorney for the Committee To 
Re-Elect the President, in which letter, Hunt purportedly threatened 
"to b]ow the White House out of the water." J\Irs. Hunt at this point 
in her conversation with me, also repeated the statement which she, 
too, had made before, which was that E. Howard Hunt had informa-
tion which could impeach the President. · 

I regret that this memorandum has taken this length to set forth. 
In view of the nature of the information which I had to furnish, 
however, it n.ppeared that there was no other way to adequately set 
this material forth, and to do so in the proper context, without de
leting material highly relevant to the events being reported. I sh,111 be 
glad to appear and answer questions under oath on the material 
which appears in this memorandum. It has my signature. 

I have a further addition relevant to that in the statement which I 
could read at this time. 

The topic of it is the December 1972 letter to John Caulfield. This 
tter is relevant to the May 4, 1973, memo submitted to Senate 

if atergate committee and the Federal grand jury, on the subject of 
pressure to place the blame on CIA for the vVatergate operation. 

A letter was written to John Caulfield during the week of Decem
ber 25, 1972; reference to this letter appeared in the press the last 
weekend. And geared-speaking of my own feelings and at the time 
the letter was written-and geared because of what appeared to me 
to be a ruthless attempt by the \flute Hou se to put the blame for 
the ·watergate operation on CIA where it did not belong, I sought 
to head it off by sending a letter to C11ulfi.eld. This letter was couched 
in strong language because it seemed to mo at the time that this was 
the only language that the White House understood. The letter read 
in substance as follows, to the best of my memory: 

"Dear Jack: I am sorry to have to write you this letter. If Helms 
goes and the Waterg11te operation is laid at CIA's feet where it does 
not belong, every tr ee iu the forest will fall. It will be a scorched 
desert . The whole matter is at the precipice right now. Pass the mes
sage that if they want it to blow, they are on exn,ctly the right course. 
I am sorry that you will get hurt in the fallout." 

Th~ letter was unsigned and did not contain any message re
questmg any contact with Caulfield, nor any request for the 1,"\11ite 
House to get me off in the case. I, in fact, sought no such contact, at 
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any time. If I had wanted to talk with Cuulfield, it would not lrn.ve 

U
~en nece~sr.try to _go through, any complicated arrangements a.:id a 
np to vV1lliam B1ttman's office as occurred on ,J.unrnry 8, 19.:3. I 
eecl on1y have made s. phone call to Caulfielcl's office or home. At 
o time did I ever initiate anv such call to Caulfield. · 
Now, the above letter to Caulfield brings to mind another set of 

communications of mine on December 6, 1972. On December 4, 1972, 
Judge Sirica had stated in open court that the jury in January 1973, 
would want to knovr who had hired the men for the Watergate oper
ation and why. 

On December 6, 1972, the Washington Star carried an article which 
appeared to me to be an administration-planted story answering 
Judge Sirica's query stating that "Reliable sources state that l\IcCord 
recruited the four Cubans and that they believed that they were 
working for the President on an extremely sensitive mission." This 
was untrue. 

This appeared to me to be la}ing the groundwork for a false claim 
at the trial that I ,vas the "ringleader" of the Watergate plot. This 
would draw attention away from Hunt and Liddy, and I believe 
possibly away from the White House, since both of them had formerly 
worked at the Wnite House and I had not. 

That same evening December 6, 1972, I sent telegrams to William 
0. Bittman, attorney for Hunt, and Bernard Barker's residence in 
Miami, Fla., stating that the story was untrue as they both knew, 
and I asked for comments by return mail from Barker. I also wrote 
Hunt a letter on the matter stating that as he also knew, the story was 
untrue and he could either correct it or I would do so. Copies of the: 
telegrams can probably be obtained from the Western Union Co. 

With the letter to Caulfield in late December 1972, I ,vas trying to
head off an effort to falsely lay the Watergate operation off on CIA. 
In the telegrams and letter to Hunt and the others in December 1972,. 
that I have just referred to, I was trying to head off an effort to
folsely lay the recruitment of the Cubans off on the wTiter which 
would, in turn shift the focus of the trial off of those formerly con-
nected with the White House, namely, Liddy and Hunt than from_ 
those who in effect had actually recruited them, namely J\fr. Hunt. 

I have some other memorandums in the statements that I have here 
to read, and I can answer your questions at this point or proceed to 
the reading of the statement, as you would prefer. 

Senator BAKER. If it is agreeable \\ith the chairman, Mr. 11cCord, 
I would prefer that you go ahead and read the material that you have. 

:i\fr. McCORD. Newspapers over the weekend have also ref erred 
to some calls to some local embassies. I will try to explain those in the 
statement that I will read at this time. 

In ,Tuly 1972, Mrs. Hunt had told me that Paul O'Brien, attorney
for CRP, had told her husband that when the Watergate case broke in 
June, the Committee for the Re-Election of the President tol(l O'Brien 
that the Watergate operation was a CIA operation, I believe I referred 
to this in the earlier statement. She said that Howard Hunt had ex
ploded at this and told O'Bden that this was not true; that it was not a 
CIA operation. A few days later 1Irs. Hunt told me thr.t the CRP' 
lawyers were now reporting that the administration was going to, 
allege at the trial that Liddy had stolen $16,000 and had bribed Hunt 
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to a tlesigmited public t elephon e booth near bis house where I would be 
calling him. I called him at that public telephone and simply asked 
him if th ere was anything I could do for him or his family at this time 
of person:i l difficulty. No one had asked me to make this call and I 
was motin iJed en tirely by my mrn. person al concmn for his condition 
anrl th~1t of his family. 

T o cle, ia te a bi t here I not iced ).Ir. :\foC onl indj catcd 11ere his 
conn~ rsitt i.on wi th me on th :1t occasion comin g of a stor y relative to a 
double age;:it Alfred Baldwin . I do recall him mentioning that, I did 
not ,vhen I made this statement, th at is in fact eorrect. 

r I did not see or hear from Mr. 1foCord again until I received an 
anonym ons let ter at my home in December of l\)'/2. It was typewritten, 
a note ltpprox imately two paragra phs in length an d, to th e best of my 
knowledge said: 

Dear J ack-I am sorry to have to tell you this but th e White House is bent on 
h,w ing th e CIA take th e blame for th e Watergate. If they continu e to pur sue thi s 
course, every tree in the forest will fall and it will be ii ,3corched earth. Jack, even 
you ·will be hurt in the fallout. 

I examined th e letter and found that it was postmarked in Ro ckville, 
Md., and thereby beli eved that th e letter was from J ames McCord 

L 
becaus e he lived in Rockville. I called Mr. De an 's office an<l spoke 
"'ith Mr. Fielding, an assist ant to ::-..Ir. De an, and read the letter over 

. 
th.e telephone to him. Thereafter I went to :.\fr. Dean's office and gave 
him the letter. 

In ear ly January of 1973, I was attending a drug conference in San 
Clement e, Calif. when I received a telephone call in my hotel room 
from Mr . John Dean. He asked th at I go out side the hotel and call 
him back from a public telephon e, w·hich I did. He told me that he 
had a very important messa ge which he wanted me to deliver to 
James McCord, that Mr. McCord ,n ts expecting to hear from me and 
McCord would understand what the message referred to. He said the 
message consisted of three things: 

1. "A year is a lonD' time;" 
2. "your ,,ife and family ,-.,ill be taken care of;" 
3. "you will be rehabilitated with employment when this is all over." 
I immediately realized that I was being asked to do a very dangerous 

thing and I said to Mr. Dean that I <lid not think it was ,,ise to send 
me on such a mission since J\fr. McCor·<l knew, as many others did, 
that I had worked closely with lVIr. Dean and Mr. Ehrlichman at the 
White House and therefore it migh t be quickly guessed that any 
message s I was conveying were probably from one of the two. The 
reason I raised this question with him was because, very frankly, I did 
not wish to convey the message. Mr. Dean asked if I could think of 
any other way to do it and I suggested that perhaps I could get Mr . 
tJlase\\icz to convey the message over the telephone anonymously, 
stating that the message had come from me. 

Mr. D ean felt this would be all right so I hung up the telephone and 
.called Mr. Ulasev,icz in New York. He did not wish tci convey the 
:message at first but I convinced him to do it merely as a matter of 
:friendship to me. Mr. Ulasewicz called Mr. McCord's home, and 
:presumably, delivered the same message which Mr. Denn had given 
to me. H e then called me back in California, and reported tha t he had 
ldeliv_ered the message and that Mr. McCord's attitude had been one of 
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36. On January 11, 1973 Hunt pleaded guilty to all counts of the 

indictment against him in United States v. Liddy. The remaining 

defendants, except for Gordon Liddy and James McCord, pleaded guilty 

to all counts against them on January 15, 1973. 
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36.1 E. HOT,,!ARD HUNT GUILTY PLEA, JANUARY 11, 1973, UNITED STATES 
v. LIDDY TRANSCRIPT, 121 

121 

THE COURT: I will put that question to you as framed 

by cowisel: Do you accept those as substantially the facts as 

you know thera to be? 

DEFENDANT HUNT: Substantially, yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You agree with the Government's opening 

insofar as your knowledge of this conspiracy? 

DEFENDANT HUNT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And your participation in it? 

DEFENDANT HUNT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Does that answer t~e question? 

MR. SILBERT: Yes, Your Honor, it does. 

THE COURT: All right, take his plea. 

THE DEPUTY CLERK: Mr. Hunt, in Crir.rl.nal Case No. 

1827-72, do you now wish to withdraw the plea of not guilty 

which was entered previously and now enter a plea of guilty 

to Counts One, Two, Three, Four, Five and Eight of the indict-

DEFENDANT HUNT: I do. 

THE COURT: This case will be referred to the Probation 

Officer for presentence investigation and report. 
·,. 

Do you want to make a statenent before I say anything 

about the commitment? 

HR. BITTMAN: Your Honor, of course I wquld respect

fully request for all the reasons I outlined yesterday and 

other reasons I am prepared to bring to Your Honor's attention, 
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36.2 BARKER, MARTI NEZ, STURGIS, GONZALEZ GUILTY PLEAS, JANUARY 15, 1973, 
UNITED STATES v. LIDDY TRANSCRIPT, 422 

,f22 

niatter to the Court of Appeals. 

Comr'..it the Defendants. 

HR. SIL.3ERT: Is Yo".lr Honor going to fornally ~e th.e 

THE COURT: Yes. 

THE DEPUTY C!ZP..K: .aernard L. Barker, Eugenio R. 

f.1artinez, Frank A. Sturgis, and Virgilio R. Gonzalez, is it your 

desire to withdraw your plea of not guilty whic."1 you entere! 

previously mid now enter a plea of guilty to Counts One eirough 

Seven of the ind.i.ctncnt? 

L 

I•ffi.. M .. "-R'l'INBZ: Yes, sir. 

MR. STURGIS: Yes. 

MR. GONZALEZ: Yes. 

nm COiJR'.i.': Al.l rig!:lt, t..1"1e Defendants will be ca:::.!\i ttcc. 

Court is adjourned. 

MR. RO'.rm:n .. ATT: Your Honor, so that we clarify t::.:i..e 

recorcl, Your Eonor propounded certain questions to t."1.e Defo ... "luant.3 

with respect to their conferences with r~, ~tr. Cope, and 

~-lr. Newnyer. Of course, I uould like the r.ecord to be clear 

as I indico.teu to Your Eonor at the !)er.ch, the plea that has 

been e.'1 tercel has not been r:ad.~ with r,,1y conse."\ t aad concurrc.":c·~. 

'i'EE COU~:': I u:idcr~tand you di<l not cons~nt, V -;;:.~ is 

in th~ lott..::r, t:1e lett0r n2~aks for its·::?lf. 
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37. On January 12, 14 and 25, 1973 offers of executive clemency were 

made to McCord by Caulfield at the direction of Dean. 
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I did try to impress upon Mr. McCord that I \ms simply a messenger 
and was not too pleased to even be doing that. I di.d say that the 
people who had asked me to convey the. message. lrnd ah~ays been 
honorable toward me and that I thought 1t was a smcere offer. 

H e asked rne who I was speaking with at the vVhite House and I 
said I could not reveal any names but that they were from the "highest 
level of the White House." 

He continually said that all he was interested in \Vas his freedom 
and that he was not pleased that others who he felt had been involved 
were not suffering the consequences that he was. In the context of . 
demanding his immediate freedom, he said that he knew of a way in 
which his freedom could be obtained and asked me if I could convey 
his plan to the people at the White House \,·ith whom I was talking. 

Hi s plan, simply, was as follows: On two occasions, one in Sep
tem.ber 1972 and the other in October 1972, ~Ir. McCord told me 
that he had called telephone numbers at foreign embassies in Washing
ton and he stated he was sure .these embassies we},'e subjects of national 
security wiretaps. On both occasions he had stated that he ,vus a man 
involved in the ·watergate scandal and, without giving his name, had 
inquired as to the possibility of acquiring visas and other traveling 
paper s necessary to travel to these foreign countries. 
· It ,vas Mr. McCord's theory that if the Government searched its 
wiretap records, it would find records of these two calls. Meanwhile, 
Mr. ).fcCord and his attorneys would make a motion in court, ain1ed 
at dismissing the case against Mr. :i\'!cCord because of the use of 
wiretap evidence by the prosecution. l\fr. McCord's idea was that 
when the U.S. attomev was told tlutt at least two of Mr. l\IcCord's 
conversations had been intercepted over a national security ,.iretap, 
he ,vould be forced to dismiss the case rather than re,-eal that the two 
embassies in question were the subject of national security wiretaps. 

Mr. McCord was quit ,e adamant in saying that he ,rn.s sme the 
Government could secure his immediate release if they .wanted to 
help him and, other than the publicity incumbent on the Government 
for being forced to dismiss the case against him, such an approach 
would save the administration any real embarrassment. He gave me 
a note ,vith the dates of the two conversations that he referred to and 
told me that he knew this kind of thing had been done before, most 
recently in the Ellsberg case and that he saw no reason ,.-hy the Gov
ernment could not at least accomplish this for him. I told Mr. McCord 
that I would get back to him on the ,viretap situation and would 
probably be calling him in .a day or two to set this up. I agreed to 
carry this message concerning wiretaps back to the White House and 
the meeting ended. · 

At no time in our first meeting do I recall saying anything about 
e President but I specifically renewed the offer of Execut1.· ve clemenc)T, 
indicated above and referred to it as comini from "the highest 

vels of the White House." At some point in tne conversation 1fr. 
McCord said to me, "Jack, I didn't ask to see you." This puzzled 
ine since my clear understanding from Mr. Dean was that McCord 
had specifically asked to see me. , . 

In any event, I called Mr. Dean on Friday night, January 12, and 
reported that Mr. McCord did not seem interested in accepting the 
offer made in Mr. Dean's original message to him, that Mr. :McCord 
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wanted his immediate freedom and that he, 1fr. McCord, felt that he 
had a way to obtain that freedom. I then mentioned over the tele· 
phone, McCord's idea for securing his freedom because of the use of 
national security wiretaps and said that I ·wished to discuss this matter 
directly with Dean. 

The following day I saw Mr. Dean in his office in the "White House 
and explained to him Mr. McCord's suggestion for obtaining his free• 
dom, as Mr. McCord had described it to me. :Mr. Dean said, "Well, 
I'll check on that." He then turned the conversation back to the offer 
of Executive clemency. To the best of my knowledge he said, "Jack, I 
want you to go back to him-McCord-and tell him that we are 
checking on these wiretaps but this time impress upon him as fully as 
you can that this offer of Executive clemency is a sincere offer which 
comes from the very highest levels of the White House." 

I said, "I have not used anybody's name with him, do you want me 
to?" 

He said, "No, I don't want you to do that but tell him that this 
message comes from the very highest levels." 

I said, "Do you want me to tell him it comes from the President?" 
He said words to the effect, "No, don't do that; say that it comes 

from way up at the top." 
I told Mr. Dean I would get back to Mr. McCord and that indeed, I 

had told Mr. McCord that I would. 
At the meeting with Mr. Dean he also impressed upon me that this 

was a very grave situation which might someday threaten the Presi· 
dent, that it had the. potential of becoming a national scandal and 

U
that many people in the White House were quite concerned over it. 
Mr. Dean said that none of the other then-defendants in the Water

ate burglary "were any problem," and that Mr. McCord "was not 
ooperating with his attornev." 

I have been asked at the ~U.S. attorney's office and by Senate in
vestigators, and have tried as best I can to recall what impressions I 
had at this pa~ticular point in ti~1e. As best as these impressions c~n 
be stated, I believed that I was gomg back to see Mr. McCord to agam 
extend an offer of Executive clemency and that by my doing so I was 
doing a great service for the President of the United States in a very 
sensitive matter. At no time, either before or after this meeting with 
Mr. Dean did I ever speak to any other White House officials about 
this offer of Executive clemency. I specifically never spoke to the 
President of the United States and have no knowledge of my own as 
to whether he personally had endorsed this offer or indeed whether 
anyone had ever discussed it with him. Since I had worked extensively 
for Mr. Dean and Mr. Ehrlichman and had formed an impression that 
11r. Dean rarely made decisions on matters of consequence without 
speaking to Mr. Ehrlichman, my guess ,ms that when Mr. Dean re
ferred to "high White House officials" he at least meant Mr. Ehrlich
man. I know that he was in conYersation with someone about my 
contacts with Mr. l\'foCord since, when I was in his office on January 
1:3, he received a telephone call and I heard him say, "I'm receiving a 
report on that right now" to the party on the other end. 

r At any rate, I then called Mr McCord and arranged a meeting with 
im, again at the second overlook of the George Washington Parkway 
arly in the afternoon on Sunday, January 14. On this occasion we 
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both got out of our cars and walked down a path from the overlook 
to,.nml tlrn Potom,ie River. 

This meeting lasted only 10 to 15 minutes. I did most of the talking. 
I told :Mr. J\IcCord that the White House was checking into the 
wireta .pping situation aud that I had been asked to impress upon 
him once aga.in that the offer of Executive clemency was a sincere and 
believable offer coming from the very highest levels of the vThite 
House. I explained to him that among the rer...;ons why I believed that 
such a commitment would be kept were that the White House officials 
with whom I w·as in contact were extremely concerned about the 
Watergate burglary developing into a mnjo~ scandal affecting the 
President and therefore such a promise would not be given lightly. 
I told him that the White House officiah with whom I was talking \,ere 
compluining because they felt that :\Ir. :\Ic.Cord was the only one of 

U
he W.r.atergate burglary defendants who was refusing to coopern.te. 

At no time on this occasion or on any other occasion do I recall telling 
Mr. l\Ic0ord to keep silent if called before the grand jury or any 
congressional committees. 

Senator ERVIN. l\fr. Caulfield, we have another vote. I think mavbe 
you had better pause until we get back. • 

[Recess.] 
Senator ERVIN. The committee will resume. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Caulfield, you were in the midst of your statement. 

I suggest you go back a sentence or two so \Ye will have continuity. 
l\fr. CAULFIELD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Actually, perhaps you should go back a little further. 
Mr. CA UL FIELD. I will pick up a couple of sentences, Mr. Dash. 
I told him that the White House officials with whom I was talking 

were complaining because they felt that l\Ir. 11cCord was the only one 
of the Watergate burglary defendants who was refusing to cooperate. 
At no time on this occasion or on any other occasion do I recall telling 
Mr. McCord to keep silent if called before the gTand jury or any 
congressional commit tees. 

Hi.; response to my conversation was that he still wanted his im
mediate freedom and he felt strongly that if the White House had any 
interest in he.lping him secure that freedom that they could do some
thing about the two telephone calls which he was sure had been inter
cepted. I told him I would check on this matter again and get back to 
him. 

I was not attempting to exert pressure on Mr. ?vlcCord by telling 
him of comments I was hearing from the White House; merely, I was 
att0mpting to let him know the kinds of things I was hearing from :-Ir. 
Dean concerning the vThite House's attitude toward him if that would 
be of any assistance to him. 

Later· on Sunday I telephoned l\.fr. Dean to report on my meeting 
With l\fr. }\IcCorcl. I tolcl him that in my opinion Mr. McCord has 

bsolutely no interest in the offer of Executive clemeney. I told l\Ir. 
ean that lV[r. j\foCorcl was still adamant in his belief that the \'\11ite 

House had the power to have the charges against him dismissed if it 
would merely pursue the wiretaps which he had mentioned. J\ilr. Dean 
said that I should tell him that there wasn't much likelihood that 
anything would be done n,bout the mretap situation and, in response 
to my comments about 1vlcCord's refusal to consider Executive elem-
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ency he said something like, "Well, what the hell does he know, 
anyway?" 

Mr. Dean told me to go back to Mr. ~foCord again o,nd "com
miserate" with him but he did not ask me to renew the offer of Execu
tive clemency. I guessed that the reason why he wanted me to see Mr. 
McCord again was simply to maintain a friendly relationship with him 

U case there was a need for any fur~her ~onversation "V'll. • th him thro~1gh 
e. I probably would have met agam w1th Mr. McCord anyway, srnce 
felt badly about his predicament and I considered him a good friend. 
In any event, on Monday, January 15, I called 1vicCord to repor~ 

that nothing seemed to be happening in regard to the wiretap situa-
tion. He became quite angry over the telephone and reaffirmed his 
belief that if the White House really wanted to help him they could 
do so by using the method he had suggested and that he knew that :Mr. 
Magruder (who was then going to be a Government witness) was 
going to perjure himself. I also mentioned getting together with him 
but he said he had no interest in seeing me unless I had something 
more to talk to him about. He was quite upset so I did not pursue the 
matter further. 

On Tuesday, January 16, I again called him in an attempt to meet 
with him and he again was highly irritated about the VVhite House's 
failure to do something about the wiretap situation and again men
tioned Mr. Magruder. I said I would inq~ire further about the wire
taps and I might have something for rum·"in a week or so." 

Subsequently I called him and arranged to meet with him again, 
the exact date of this meeting being unsure in my mind. We again met 
at the overlook on the George Washington Parkway, he got into my 
car and we drove ou,t the parkway, pursuing a course in the general 
direction of Warrenton, Va. I have no specific recollection as to how 
long we drove but I would say that it was an hour or two. 

I would characterize this conversation as a very friendly one in 
which a large portion of the time was spent discussing our respective 
families, how my job at the Treasury Department was going, and 
various other purely personal matters. I gave him my private telephone 
number at the Treasruy Department and told him that if he or his 
wife ever wanted me to do anything for them, they should feel free to 
call me. I told McCord that if he or his wife should decide to call me, 
to simply use the name "Watson" and I would know who it was. 
Frankly, this was merely a device to save me from any possible 
embarrassment. 

I do not have a specific recollection as to how it arose, but I believe 
he asked me if he was still the only one of the Watergate defendants 
that the White House was concerned about. I said that I thought he 
was, but that I had no knowledge of what relationship existed between 
the White House and the other Watergate defendants. He said that the 
Cuban defendants were quite nervous and in his opinion, might make 
a statement at any time and that I "could pass that along for whatever 
it was worth." 

I told him there was absolutely no hope, in my opinion, of the White 
House ever doing anything about the wiretap situation and asked him 
when he thought he might make a statement. He said that he had not 
decided that yet, but that he had spoken to his wife and family and 
that he felt free to make a statement whenever he thought the time 
was right. 
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nothing ~hat \rnuld indicate such, and I simply wanted to go on the 
record \v1th l\fr. Caulfield to that effect. 

Senator GuR.:-;EY. \Ve do want to get buck to the statement but, in 
sort, what you are saying is that J\lr. Caulfielcl's friend Watson bv 
llnme is the man whose ,·oice you heard? • 

;\fr. McCORD. No, sir, that, most respectfully-that is not what I 
said, sir. . 

Senator GuR~EY. Go on. 
Mr. McCORD. I believe l\Ir. Caulfield used the name Watson. It was 

not his friend. 
Senator GURNEY. I see. 
l\Ir. McCORD. Yes, sir. 
Senator GuRXEY. All right. Go on. How many times did you hear 

this unidentified voice? 
Mr. McCORD. To the best of my recollection I heard the voice prior 

to the January call two or three times. I cannot be absolutely sure but 
at least twice before Jnnuary. · 

Senator GURNEY. Were these in connection with contacts with 
Caulfield? 

l\fr. l\1cCoRD. Alwavs. 
Senator GURNEY. y·es. I just wanted to inake sure. 
l\fr. McCORD. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. Thank vott. 
l\Jr. DASH. Will you pro~eed with the statement from where you 

left off, l\1r. McCord, and I guess the prior sentence so we can have 
continuity. 

l\lr. McCORD. I believe nw last sentence that I read was: The 
same message was once agam repeated, obviously read. 

I believe that appears in the statement you have on page 3. 
The next sentence was that: I told the caller I would not discuss 

such matters over the phone. He said that Caulfield was out of town. 

n On ,vednesday evening, January 10, the same party, to the best of 
ny recollection, called and told me by phone that Jack would want 
o talk with me by phone on Thursday night, the following night, 

January 11, when he got back into town and requested that I go to 
the same phone booth on Route 355 near the Blue Fountain Inn. He 
also conveyed instructions regarding a personal meeting with l\fr. 
Caulfield on Friday night, January 12. 

On Thursday evening, January 11, the same party called me at 
home and told me that Ctwlfield's plane was late and that he
speaking of Caulfield-wanted to meet with me personally the same 
evening, that is Thursday evening, after arrival. I told him that I 
would not do so but would meet with him Friday night if he desired. 
Later that evening, Thursday evening, about 9 :30 p.m., Caulfield 
called me on my home ]?hone and insisted on talking with me but my 
family refused to let hlrn do so, since I was asleep. 

On Friday night, January 12, from about 7 p.m. to 7:30 p.rn. I 
met with Caulfield at the second overlook, that is overlooking the 
Potomac at the parking area for looking at the Potomac area on 
George Washlngton Parkway in Virginia. 

~tfr. DASH. l\fr. McCord, how did you know to go there? How was 
. it arranged? 
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1fr. McCORD. I believe it was stated in the Thursday evening call 
at which this unidentified party said Caulfield would want to meet 
with me personally and on Friday night said go to the second over
look on Geor~e Washington Parkway and he specified the time and 
that is what 1 followed through. I met with Caulfield at the second 
overlook on George Washington Parkway, that is the second one 
leaving Washington and going out to Virginia. and talked with him 
in his car, in his automobile. Caulfield advised that he had been 
attending a law enforcement meeting in San Clemente, Calif., and 
had just returned. I advised him that I had no objection to meetll_lg 
with him to tell him my frame of mind but that I had no intention of 
talking Executive clemency or pleading guilty; that I had come to 
the meeting at his request and not of my own, and w·as glad to tell 
him my views. · · ' 

He said that the offer of Executive clemency which he was passing 
along and of support while in prison and rehabilitation and help 
toward a job later "was a sincere offer." He explained that he had 
been asked to convey this message to me and he was only doing what 
he was told to do. He repeated this last statement several times during 
the course of the meeting we had then, and I might add during su~ 
sequent meetings which he and I had. · . · . 

My response was that I would not even discuss Executive clemency 
or pleading guilty and remaining silent, but I was glad to talk with 
him, so that there was no misunderstanding on anyone's part about 
it. 

I might explain that the trial was going on during this period, this 
was the first week of the trial which began on January 8. 

Caulfield stated that he was carrying the message of Executive 
clemency to·me "from the very highest levels of the White House." 
He said that the President of the United States was in Key Biscayne, 
Fla., that weekend, referring to the weekend following January 8, 
the following meeting that we were in then, and that the President 
had .been told of the results of the meeting. 

Senator ERVIN. Now the same rule previously announced that 
this evidence is competent to show what, if anything, John Caulfield 
did to induce Mr. McCord to plead guilty and keep silent-it is not 
any evidence at the present state of the hearing that connects or that 
makes any indication whatever and has any relevancy as to the 
President. · ·. · 

Mr. McCORD. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. 
Mr. McCORD. He further stated that "I may have a message to 

you at our next meeting from the President himself." 
I advised Caulfield that I had seen the list of witnesses for the 

trial and had seen Jeb Magruder's name, appearing as a Government 
witness. I advised him that it was clear then that Magruder was 
going to perjure himself and that we were not going to get a fair 
trial. Further I told him that it was clear that some of those involved 
in the Watergate case were going to trial, and others were going to 
be covered for-I was referring to John Mit-ehell, John Dean, and 
Magruder-and I so named those individuals incidentally in the 
conversation, and I said that this was not my idea of ,American 
justice. I further--
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· Senator ERVIN. The same ruling applies so far o.s John Mitchell, 
John Dean, and :Magruder are concerned, that is that it does not 
connect them legally speaking. 

Mr. McCoRn. Yes, sir. 
I further advised Caulfield that I believed that the Government 

had lied in denying electronic interception of my phone calls from 
my residence since June 17, 1972, and that I believed that the ad
ministration had also tapped the phones of the other def end ants 
during that time. I mentioned two specific calls of mine which I had 
made during September and early October 1972, which I was certain 
had been intercepted by the Government, and yet the Government 
had blithely denied any such tapping. These were my words to Mr. · 
Caulfield. . . . 

I compared this denial to the denial that the Government had 
made in the Ellsberg case, in which for months the Government had 
denied any such impermissible interception of the calls and yet in 

. the summer of 1972 had finally been forced to admit them when the 
judge ordered, by court order, a search of about a dozen Government 
agencies, and calls intercepted were then disclosed. 

I might state separate from the record at this point, that as I have 
previously stated, I had no knowledge whatever of any activity, 
monitorially or what have you, of Mr. Ellsber~'s calls as have pre
viously come out-as have earlier come out m the newspapers in 
the past few days. It is purely coincidence that I happen to mention 
the Ellsberg case at that time, I had been following the . case in the 
papers and I knew the history of the case. · · 

To go on with the statement: I stated that if we were going to get 
a fiction of a fair trial, through perjured testin1ony to begin with; 
and then for the Government to lie about illegal telephone mtercep
tions, that the trial ought to be kicked out and we start all over again, 
this time with all of those involved as defendants. At least in this 
way, some would not be more equal than others before the bar of 
justice and we would get a fair trial. · · 

The Executive clemency offer ,vas made two or three times during 
this meeting, as I recall, and I repeated each time that I would not 
even discuss it, nor discuss pleading guilty, which I had been asked to 
do in the first telephone call received on the night of January 8, from 
Caulfield's friend, whose identity I do not know. I told him, referring 
to l\fr. Caulfield, that I was going to renew the motion on disclosure 
of Government wiretapping of our telephones . ~ · · 

Caulfield ended the conversation by stating that he would call me 
the next day about a meeting that same afternoon, Saturday, Jan
uary 13, and that if I did not hear from him, he would want to talk 
with me by telephone on the evening of Monday, January 15, 1973. 

I did not hear from Caulfield on Saturday but on Sunday afternoon 
he called and asked to meet me that afternoon about an hour later 
at the same location on George W ashingtoli Parkway. He sto.ted that 
there was no objection to renewing the motion on discovery of Govern
ment wiretapping, and that if that failed, that I would receive Execu
tive clemency after 10 to 11 months. I told him I had not asked any
one's permission to file the motion. 

He went on to say that, the President's ability to govern is at 
stake. Another Teapot Dome scandal i'> possible, and the Government 
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may fall. Everybody ebe is on track but you. You ~re not follo,\·ing 
the game plan. Get closer to your attorney. 1 ou seem to be 
pursuing your own course of action. Do not talk if called before 
the grand jury, keep silent, and do the same if called before a 
Congressional committee. 

I might add that two congressional committees had, prior to J.1n
m1.ry 8-prior to that date-been conducting investigations into this 
case. I believe it was the Patman committee and Senator Kennedy's 
committee. 

My response was that I felt a massive injustice was being done, 
that I was different from the others, that l ,ms going to fight the 
fixed case, and had no intention of either pleading guilty, taking 
Executive clemency or agreeing to remain silent. He repeated the 
statement that the Government would have difficulty in continuing 
to be able to stand. I responded that they do have a problem, but 
that I had a problem w·ith the massive injustice of the whole trial 
being a sham, and that I would fight it every way I know how. 

I should make a correction in the sentence I just read in saying 
the whole trial being a· sham, because I did not at that point in time 
make any reference at any time to Judge Sirica to the contrary of 
his being anything but an honest and dedicated judge, and I do not 
want the sentence to be misread. 

He-talking about Caulfield-asked for a commitment that I would 
remain silent. and I responded that I would make none. I gave him a 
memorandum on the dates of the two calls of mine in September 1972 
and October 1972 that I was sure had been intercepted, and said that 
I believed the Government had lied about them. He said that he 
would check and see if in fact the Government had done so. 

On Monday night, January 15, 1973, Caulfield called me again at 
the phone booth on Route 355 near my residence. I informed him 
that I had no desire to talk further, that if the White House had any 
intention of playing the game straight and giving us the semblance oL 
a fair trial they would check into the perjury charge of mine against 
Magruder, and into the existence of the two intercepted calls previ
ously ref erred to, and hung up 

On Tuesday morning, the next morning, about 7 :30 a.m., Caulfield 
called my residence but I had already left for court. 

On Tuesday evening, Caulfield called and asked me again to meet 
him and I responded not until they had something to talk about on 
the perjured testimony and the intercepted calls. He said words to 
the effect "Give us a week," and a meeting was subsequently- arranged 
on January 25, 1973, when he said he would have something to talk 
about. 

About 10 a.m., on Thursday, January 25, 1973, in a meeting lasting 
until about 12:30 a.m., correction-12:30 p.m.-we drove in his 
car toward Warrenton, Va., and returned-that is, we drove there and 
returned-and a conversation ensued which repeated the offers of 
Executive clemency and financial support while in prison, and re
habilitation later. I refused to discuss it. He stated that I was "fouling 
11p the game plan." I made a few comments about the "game plan." 
He said that "they" had found no record of the interception of the 
two calls I referred to, and said that perhaps it could wait until the 
appeals. He asked what my plans were re~arding talking publicly, 
and I said that I planned to do so when 1 was ready; that I had 

• 
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cliseussed it with m,· wife and she said that I should do what I felt 
I must and not to ,rnrry .:tbout the family. I advised Jack that my 
children were now grown and could understand what I haft to do, 
when the disclosures came out. He responded by saying that: "You 
know that if the administration gets its back to the wall, it will have 
to take steps to defend itself." I took that as a personal threat and 
I told him in response tht1t I had had a good life, that my will was 
made out, and that I had thought throu~h the risks and would take 
them when I was ready. He said that if I had to go off to jail thnt the 
administration would help with the bail premiums. I advised him 
that it was not a bail premium, but $100,000 straight cash and that 
that was a problem I would lrnve to worry about, through family 

U
nd friends . On the night before sentencing, Jack called me u.nd said 
.hat the administration would provide the $100,000 in cash if I could 
tell him how to get it fun<lr:,d through an intermediary. I said that 
f we ever needed it I would let him know. I never contacted him 
.herenfter; neither have I heard from him. · 

That completes the statement. 
Mr, DASH. That completes it. I have one more question, Mr. 

r.lcCord. 
Have you ever made that statement before this Select Committee 

other than when you appeared before minority counsel and myself 
a couple of days ago? Have you ever made that statement before 
this committee, before the grand jury, or before any investigating 
body until this time? 

Mr. McCORD. No, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Would yon please state to the committee why, when 

you were making statements at earlier times before this committee, 
before the grand jury and other inquiring bodies, you foiled to disclose 
that information? 

Mr. McCORD. I will be glad to. 
I will take the grand jury and get that one out of the way. When 

I appeared before the grand jury, I told them that-I raised the 
question about political pressure, any pressure that had been put 
onto me by the Hunts. I told them also that there was a personal 
friend who was involved also in political pressure against me; that 
personally, at that point in time, it was a very painful thmg to go 
into it, that I would be glad to do it at a later time; that I hoped they 
would defer that question until subsequent questioning and I would 
be glad to answer it. They said they would do so. 

I believe when I appeared before the committee on March 28, 
your Senators asked me the same question and I said, yes, there had 
been political pressure applied to me, that one such pressure had 
been by a Goven:lment--one of your Senators asked me if it were by a 
Government employee-I think Senator 1fontoya. I responded, yes. 
He asked me if it were anyone at the White House. I said, no. 

He asked if it were from the Department of Justice, and I said, no. 
It was clear, I think, to the committee that I would like to be able 

to answer that question at a later time. The reason for the delay was 
that I wanted to be as accurate as I could about the information, get 
it all together, because it involved the President of the United States, 
in my opinion, and it was a very serious matter and I wanted to be 
very careful about it and accurate . 
. Mr. DASH. I have no further questions, ~fr. Chairman. 
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It was on January 10 that I received calls from both O'Brien and 
itchell indicating that since Hunt had been gi.-en assurance of clem
cy and that those assurances were being passed by Hunt to the others, 

that Caulfield should give the same assuranc~s to :McCord, who was 
becoming an increasing problem and again I was told that ~IcCord's 
lawyer was having problems with him. Both ffBrien and )Iitchell 
felt that :McCord might be responsive to an assurance :from CauIBeJd, 
because Hunt, Bittman, and his lawyer, Alch, had lost rapport with 
him. I told Mitchell I would do so. 

Based on the earlier conversation I had with Ehrlichman on Jan
uary 5 that the clemency assurance that had been given to Hunt would 
also apply to the others, and Colson's description of how he hnd given 
Bittman a general assurance, without being specific as to the commit
ment, I called Caulfield later that day to request that he get in touch 
with McCord. Caulfield told me that it would be very difficult, because 
he was going to be in California for several more days. Caulfield in
dicated that it would be easier for Mr. IDasewicz rather than himself 
to talk with McCord, because he was tied up with a lot of people at 
the drng conference. I said fine, and then gave him the clemcmcy mes
sage similar to the messnµ;e that Colson had transmitted t<> Hunt via 
Bittman. Caulfield wrote down the gist of the message, he repeated his 
notes back, and I said that was fine, and told him I thought that Mc
Cord would be expecting to hear from him as soon as possible. Caul-
field said he would have the message defo-ered right away. · 

On January 11, I received a call from O'Brien, who asked me if the 
message had been delivered by Caulfield. I told him that it had. O'Brien 
told me that McCord wanted to speak with Caulfield personally and 
asked me when Caulfield could meet with McCord. I told him I would 
try to arrange it. O'Brien told me he was goin!Z to be out of town, but 
I could reach him if there were any problems. He told me he was keep
ing Mitchell posted and requested 'I keep him oosted. O'Brien said -
that we need a nrsthand renort. a firsthand reading on :McCord from 
someone he will talk with, because he is not talkin~ openly with his 
lawyer about what he plans to do. I told O'Brien I would call him 
( O'Brjen) as soon as I learned an:vthing. 

I called Caulfield on January 11 and told him that McCord wanted 
to meet with him and asked him i:f he would do so and take McCord's 
pulse as to what he Planned to do. He told me he would meet McCord 
as soon as he returned to Washington. 

On Friday, ,June 12, Mitchell called me for a report. I told him I 
thought I would hear from OaulfiP.ld after he talked to McCord. Caul
field called me at home Friday night to inform me that he had met 
with :McCord and suggested we meet at my office in the morning so he 
could give me a report, that was a Saturday morning , I said fine. and 
on Saturday morning we met im<l he P-"ave me a report. The sum and 
substance of the report was McCord had not decjdf'd what he was 
~ojng to do, but that he wanted his freedom. Can] field reported that 
McCord was very annoyed at Magruder. He ha<l seen a picture of 
°MaP."rudcr in the paper which had peeked his annov:mce. He nlso told 
Canlfi.ekl that he had a plan that wonlrl enahle him to get his case 
ilismissed, hnt hiR lawver had not helned him with the matter and the 
Government had lied to him. He explained that he had made calls to 
certain foreiiw embassies. and that these calls had been recorded, but 
the Government would not admit it. 

(497) 



37. 3 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 251 1973 1 3 SSC 975-..76 

9716 

During this meeting with Caulfield I received a call from c,ither 
John l\fitchell or Paul O'Brien requesting a report en the meeting. I 
told the caller that I was gdting a report from Canlfie1d and would 
call back. Caulfield told me that McCord was Yery adamant about his 
plans to gain his freedom through the phone ca~ls that he had made to 
the foreign embassies. I told Caulfield I really did not understand why 
McCord thought he could get his case dismissed by reason of the wire
taps, but I would give the matter some thought. Caulfield told me that 
it was his assessment that McCord would only respond to a direct 
request from the President. 

I told Caulfield that he couldn't make such a statement because I 
had no such request from the President, but suggested he meet again 
with McCord and keep him happy bv telling him we ·were checking 
out the matter of his conversations with the Embassies. 

Later that afternoon, Caulfield reported again to me that :\fcCord 
was only interested in his theory about the calls to the Embassies. I 
told Caulfield to keep in touch with McCord, but I couldn't promise 
anything about his calling the Embassies. I told Caulfield to have 

L McCord giv--e him a m. emo on wh:v he thought that his cans to. the 
Embassies would result in dismissal of his case. I called O'Brien and 
told him what had transpired. On Monday morning I reported to 
Mitchell what Caulfield had reported. 

'It was sometime during this period that a result of mv reports of 
Caulfield meetings with McCord, that O'Brien, Mitchell ai1cl Mr. Alch 
discussed having F. Lee Bailey, Alch's partner, meet with ::\IcCord and 
inform him that he would persona11:v handle his case on appeal. 
Mitchell was to talk with Mr. 'Bailey about thi.s: I do not know what 
happened regarding this proposed plan. 

On J anuarv 19 or 20, l\Ir. Caulfield brought me copies of McCord's 
memo regarding his intercepted conversations to the embassies. I have 
submitted these documents to the committee. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-30. *] 
l\Ir. DEAN. I never did an:vthing with these documents, other than 

inform Mitchell I had received them and I sho,ved them to :\fr. 
O'Brien in my office. I do not recall ever talking with anyone at the 
Department of ,Justice, regarding Mc Cord's tJroposal. At this time I 
concluded that McCord was going to do what he thought best for 
himself. 

HANDLI~o LmnY's CALL TO KRoon-JAXUARY 1973 

On January 4, Gordon Liddv called :Mr. Krogh. Krog·h's secretary 
received the call and Liddy said that he had receind a letter from an 
investigator for the Senate Commerce Committee about his relation
ship with Krogh. The letter was part of an irn-estigation being con
ducted by the committee staff in connection with Kro2.·h's nomination 
hearings for the Under Secretary of_ Transportation post. Liddy 
wished to speak to Krogh, but the call was not put through to Krogh. 

Krogh came to my office and asked ·what he should do. He said he 
wanted to be able to testify at his confirmation hearing that he had not 
spoken with Liddy since 'long before the "\Yatergate~ incident. I told 
Krogh that his secretary should return the call. \Ye then worked out u 

•see p. 1236. 
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38. In January 1973 LaRue discussed with Dean a payment to Gordon 

Liddy's attorney and shortly thereafter delivered $20,000 to Peter 

Maroulis, Liddy's attorney. 
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Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Do vou know how much that sum ,ms? 
Mr. LARUE. Approximately $50,000. 
:Mr. DASH. And did you know that this was part of the $350,000 at 

the ·white House? 
Mr. LARUE. That was my understanding. 
:Mr. DASH. Now, in January 1973, did you receive an additional sum 

from Mr. Strachan in the amount of $280,000? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. ·· 
Mr. DASH. "What prompted, to your knowledge, such a large trans-

U
r of money? 
Mr. LARUE. I cannot state specifically, Mr. Dash. I had had a con

ersation with Mr. Dean regarding the need, at this time, I think, 
r $20,000 for one of the attorneys, l\Ir. Maroulis. I had passed this 

nformation on to Mr. Dean. Later. he called me back and told me that 
· · they were going to deliver the remaining balance they had over at the 

White House, which was apI?roximately $280,000. 
:Mr. DASH. "\Vould it be fair t-0 say that as you were ongoing in this 

relationship of paying these fees, that this was going to be a con
tinuing operation, certainly through the trial, and that this fund of 
money was necessary if you were going to be able to carry out. these 
responsibilities? 

U
fr. LARUE. That certainly would be my assumption; yes, sir. 
Ir. DASH. And is it true that in January 1973, you did pay l. Ir. 
roulis, counsel for Mr. Liddy, $20,000? 
fr. LARUE. That is correct. -

.. Ir. DASH. Now, did you receive $14,000 from a Mr. Tim Babcock 
in January 19'73? 

Mr.LARUE. Yes,sir. 
Mr. DASH. ·what was that all about? 
Mr. LARUE. I received this money from Mr. Babcock at-I think 

in" Mr. Stans' office. l\Ir. Stans was present. My understanding, :\Ir. 
Dash, was that l\Ir. Babcock had pledged this money during the cam

" paign, had not gotten around to delivering it, and that he was, you 
know, fulfilling his pledge. . . 

Mr. DASH. Did this have anything to do with the money or the cash 
fund you were developing for the legal defense fund'? 

Mr. L.\RUE. No,sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, did you make two cash payments, one of $25,000 

and one of $35,000, to l\fr. Bittman, counsel to l\Ir. Hunt, in January 
1973~ 

l\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And did that occur in the same ,vay you have already 

described~ 
Mr. LARu"'E. No, sir; those payments were delfrered to l\Ir. Bittman 

at his home. · 
Mr. DASH. At his home? 
:Mr. LARUE. Yes. sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. 'Who clelivered them? 
Mr. LARUE. This was another messenger that deliwred them. 
l\f r. D.\SH • .Another messenger·~ 
l\fr. LARUE. Yes. sir. 
)Ir. DAsn. Did ,:on arrange that the same way. by phone ealE 
l\Ir. LARCE. Yes. sir. 
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39. On January 23, 1973 Herbert Porter and Jeb Magruder testified 

falsely during the trial in United States v. Liddy that Porter had paid 

Liddy to conduct a program of infiltrating radical groµps to obtain 

political intelligence. Magruder has testified that he had previously 

told Haldeman that Magruder would connnit perjury and that Porter had 

been cooperative. Haldeman denies that he was so informed. 
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Q !Io•.:, do you know the Defendant Licid:'.,7 ,,ere in t.c'1c ccu=t-

room? 

(Defendant Lic.<.ly stands.) 

1\. I do. 

HR. GL1.NZER: Your Honor, r.>.ay the record reflect the 

wit."leS!J · has · identi::ied the Defend.ant Li<l<ly? 

TiIB CCUR'l': The reco.::d will show that. 

Q And how did you come to know hin? 

A Ur. Liddy was hired a.3 general coa..-i.sel for the Co.".::l?.it:te", 

for the Re-election of the President, I believe. in Dece::1ber ;m( 

being a more or less officer of that Cow1nittee and being a.., . 

officer I .!-.nm-, hi.':l on a wor~ing basis. 

Q P4"l<l did you have occasion to attend a ;:iceting with 

Mr. Liedy and 1-fr. Magruder toward or arotmd th':! end of Decen~r 

'71? 

A I did. 

Q Can you tell us what tra.."lspir2d at the nccting tlm t 

you recall? 

l\. l~s I recall it, :tr. Hc1grudcr intlicatc<l !·l.r. Lid~y .r.:ic:;j_;: 

be able to hcl!_J us out in finding oat so;:ie of the in:formntion 

about these grou7.3 that I just. ref2rred to. 

Q Has, there a.'!y discussion · about ~o;ieyoc financing for 

this? 
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that ~ight cost and I figured right off to? of r.:.y head, fig'-!reci 

it might cost a3 nuch as a hu..~drcd thousand dollar~ from that 

period of tine until the actual election. ! based that on per

haps the use of about.ten college-age people who might be able 

to assll'.".ilatc the..,selves into such organizations as the yippias 

and the sos and other such radical · groups and perhaps pa:ring tl:;:::-:. 

$500 a nonth for ten months and another $500 expenses which woul-:! 

be about $10,000 a month and for ten months would.be around a 

' hundred thousand dollars, so that figure was discussed, yes. 

Q Was SOI:le arrangement agreed upon or devised for disb~s. 

A Yes, there was. Mr. Magruder said that Hr. Liddy 

fron ti:r..e to ti..-ne would be requesting fu.-rids from I:!e and that r 

would in turn <Jet the funds from ~Ir. Sloan who was '.i'reasnrer 

of t.~e Co!i!:'.littcc -- of the Finance Connittce to Rel-elect t.~e 

President, and I would give those f\L'lds to Mr. Liddy. 

Q So in effect the moacy would be disbursed through you 

to Hr. Liddy? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Jl.nd "<Jere you the person who callecl !>!r. Sloan to 

generate the disbursements of the funds? 

A Yes, sir. Hr. Liddy would call ~ and tell ~e hcv :-::.:::~ 

he nce<lctl, usually 

L:s:md dollars. 

~nt a.nc r i:0~1~1 

in the denonina tions of o:1e, bro, t!!rce 

I \·tould call ;-rr. Sloan and asJ-: Itlm for th.:1 t 
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1\fr. PoRTER. All of it. 
:Mr. DonsEN". How ha,-e you now arrived at the figure you have 

just given us? 
:Mr. PoRTER. I have had ample opportunity to go back and recall 

as best I know how each of the transactions in which I went and got 
money from Mr. Sloan and gave it to others, and to the best of my 
ability I have come up with those figures. . 

:\Ir. DoRSEN. And is it your best recollection and knowledge that 
you received from Mr. Sloan a total of approximately $69,000? 

:Mr. PoRTER. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge: 
Mr. DoRSEN. Mr. Porter, when did you first become aware of the 

break-in at the Watergate? 
l\Ir. PoRTER'. Saturday, June 17, in Los Ang~les, Calif. 
Mr. DoRSEN. And briefly how did you become aware? 
:Mr. PoRTER. Well, sir, that was a weekend which we were having 

a large party at a private residence in California for a lot of the 
celebrities who were going to be supporting the President during the 
campaign, and it was on that trip that apparently the word, the news 
broke Saturday morning here and was relayed to some of the campaign 
officials with whom I was traveling at the time and I learned it from 
them. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Following the break-in at the Watergate, did you 
have a conversation with l\-Ir. Jeb Magruder concerning any state
ments you might mak~ to th_e Federal Bureau of Investigation? . 

Mr. PoRTER. Yes, srr; I did. . · 
Mr. DoRSEN. Where and when did this conversation occur? 
Mr. PORTER. !'would say that approximately 10 or 11 days , I am 

not sure of the exact date, whether it was June 28 or the 29th, but in 
that time frame, Mr. Magruder asked me to come in to his office, 
which I did. He shut the door and he told me that he had just come 
from a meeting with l\Ir. Mitchell, l\fr. LaRue, himself, and a fourth 
party whose name I cannot remember, where my name had been 
brought up as someone who could be, what was the term he used, 
counted on in a pinch or a team player or words to that effect. 

1. fr. DoRSEN. \ ou a:e now recounting what :'.\fr. ~lagruder told you. 
. :\fr. PORTER. l es, sir. 

:'.\fr. DoRSEr.. Please continue. 
l\fr. PoRTER. He said that I believe at that time l\Ir. Liddy had 

been fired from the campaign. He said it was-"apparent" w·as the 
word he used-that Mr. Liddy and others had on their own, illegally 
participated in the break-in of the Democratic National Committee, 
and lVIr. l\Iagruder swore to me that neither he nor anybody higher 
than Mr. Liddy in the campaign organization or at the White House 
had any involvement whatsoever in Watergate, at the Watergate 
break-in, and reinforced that by saying, "Doesn't that sound like 
something stupid that Gordon would do?" n.nd you have to know 
Mr. Liddy, I agreed with that . [Laughter .} · 

He said, "I want to assure you now that no one did." He said, 
however, "There is a problem with some of the money. Now, Gordon 
was authorized money for some dirty tricks, nothing illegal, but 
nonetheless, things that could be very embarnissing to the _President 
of the United States and to :'.\fr. l\litchell 11.nd Mr. Haldeman and 
others. Now, your nn.me was brought up as someone who we can count 
on to help in this situation," and I asked what is it you are asking 
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me to do, and he said, ""Would you corroborate a story tho.t the 
money was authorized for something a little bit more legitimate 
sounding than dirty tricks, even though the dirty tricks were legal, it 
still would be very embarrassing. You are aware that the Democrats 
have filed a civil suit against this committee." I said, "Yes, I have 
read that in the paper." He said, "Do you know ·what immediate 
discovery is?" I said, "I do not. They may get immediate discovery, 
,vhich means they can come in at any moment and swoop in on our 
committee and take all of the files and subpena all of the records 
and you know what would happen if they did that." I conjured up 
in my mind that scene and became rather excitable and knew I didn't 
want to see that. So I said, "Well, be specific,ll and he said, "Well, 
you were in charge of the surrogate campaign, you were very con
cerned about radical elements disrupting rallies, and so forth,1' and I 
said yes, and he said, "Suppose that we had authorized Liddy instead 
of the dirty tricks, we had authorized him to infiltrate some of these 
radical groups. How could such a program have cost $100,000?" And 
I thought very quickly of a. conversation I had had with a young 
ma.n in California in December, as a matter of fact, and I said, "Jeb, 
that is very easy. You could get 10 college-age students or 24- or 
25-year-old students, people, over a period of 10 months." Mr. 
Magruder had p.refaced his remark by saying from December on .. And 
I said, "You can pay them $1,000 a month which they would take 
their expenses out of that, and that is $100,000. That is not very 
much for a $45 million campaign." And he said, "Now that is right; 
would you be willing, if I made that statement to the FBI, would you 
be willing to corroborate that when I came to you in December and 
asked you h_ow·,much it would cost, that that is what you said?" 
That was the net effect, the net of his question. I thought for a moment 
and I said, "Yes, I probably would do that." I don't remember saying 
yes, but I am sure I gave Mr. Magruder the impression I would 
probably do that and that was the end of the conversation. 

Mr. DORSEN. Now, Mr. Porter, did the conversation you agreed to 
tell the FBI actually take place? 

Mr. PORTER. Sir? 
Mr. DoRsEN. Did the conversation which you agreed with :Mr. 

Magruder that you would tell to the FBI actually take place in 
December of 1971? 

Mr. PORTER. No, sir; it did not take place in December. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Later, did you tell the FBI what Mr. Magruder asked 

you to tell them? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; I did. -
Mr. DoRSEN. And subsequent to that, did you appear before a 

Federal grand jury? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. · 
Mr. DoRsEN. Were you asked about the surrogate candidate pro-

gram? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRsEN. What did you tell the Federal grand jury? 
Mr. PORTER. The same thing. 
Mr. DoRsEN. Were you a ,vitness at the trial of the seven defendants 

who were indicted in the Watergate case? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DoRSEN. And did you give the same account? 
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Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. D~RSEN. Did Mr. Magruder ask you to make any other state-

ments which you knew to be false? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; he did. 
Mr. DoRSEN. What did he ask you? 
Mr. PoRTER. Shortly after that, he asked me to, if I would increase 

the amount of money that I was going to say that I gave to Mr. 
Liddy, and I said, no, I would not do that. He said, why not? 

I said because I just absolutely-I did not give him that amount of 
money and I '"ill not say I gave him that amount of money. 

I said the conversation that you are asking me to relate, I can con
ceive of it happening because I would have told you that in December 
if you had asked me. And that is a strange answer, but that is the 
answer I gave him. And I would not increase the amount of money. 
He wanted me to say that I gave Mr. Liddy $75,000, when in fact, I 
had given him some $30,000 to $35,000-$32,000. 

~Ir. DoRSEN. Did Mr. Magruder tell you why he wanted the high 
figure? . 

:\Ir. PoRTER. No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. DoRSEN. When was the first time you told any investigatory 

body that you had not testified truthfully at the grand jury and at the 
trial? 

Mr. PoRTER . . April 18, I believe. 
Mr. DoRSEN. 1973? 
Mr. PORTER. 1973, yes, sir. . .. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions at this 

time. . 
Senator ERVIN. We have a vote on in the Senate, so it will be 

necessary for us to take a recess so the members of the committee can 
go and vote. 

[Recess.] 
Senator ERVIN. The committee will come to order. 
Mr. Thompson. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Porter, as I understand it, your statement here 

this morning is to the effe?t that you agreed. with Mr. Magruder that 
you would tell the grand Jury a false story, 1s that correct? · 

Mr. PORTER. What I agreed to specifically, :Mr. Thompson, was 
that I would agree initially to corroborate a story that :Mr. Magmder 
was going to tell .to the FBI, which I felt was, in effect, replacing one 
lawful authorization for another lawful authorization. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, was it or was it not a false story? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, that is absolutely correct; it was a false 

statement. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Well, you g~ve this false statement to the grand 

jury? ' 

L Mr. PonTER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TH0~1PSON. An? you gave it at the trial in January? 
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir. 

· Mr. THOMPSON. When did you go to the proper authorities and tell 
them the truth about these matters? 

:Mr. PonTER. The appointment was on April 18 at the U.S. at
torney's office, nlthough the contact had been made earlier than tha.t, 
or the contact to set up an itppointment, I mean. 

1Ir. THO'.\IPSOX. 'When was the contact / made? 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

i; jf( • '7 ro 1 __ _ 
: ~U .:, -'· ·f , ~/::J 

r UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) 
) 

Criminal No. 7iS-l3 

Violation of 18 u.s.c. j 371 
(Conspiracy to unlawfully inter
cept wire and oral communications, 
to obstruct justice, and to de
fraud the United States of America) 

v. 

I JED STUART MAGRUDER 

) 
) 
) 

r;NFORNATION 
l_ 

The United States of America, by its Attorney, the 

Special Prosecutor, Watergate Special Prosecution Force, 

charges: 

1. At all times material herein, the Democratic 

National Com..-nittee, an unincorporated association, .was the 

organization responsible for conducting the affairs of the 

Democratic Party of the United States. Its offices were 

at the Watergate Office Building, 2600 Virginia Avenue, 

N. W. in the District of Columbia. 

2. At all times material herein, the Committee for 

the Re-Election of the '"President was conducting campaign 

activities on behalf of the re-election of Richard M. Nixon 

as President of the United States, with office and head

quarters at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. in the District 

of Columbia. 

3. At all times material herein, the United States 

Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation were parts of the Department 

of Justice, an agency of the United States. 

4. On June 5, 1972, a Grand Jury of the United 

St a tes District Court for the District of Columbia was duly 
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9. On or about August 10, 1972, Herbert Lloyd 

Porter testified falsely before a Federal Grand Jury 

sitting in the District of Columbia. 

10. Around or before August 16, 1972, in the 

District of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER attended meet

ings on the fourth floor of 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

where the false, misleading and deceptive statement pre

viously made by JEB STUART MAGRUDER to the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation, was further refined and developed in 

preparation for his appearance before the Grand Jury. 

11. Ori or about August 16, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER testified falsely before 

the Grand Jury. 

12. On or about September 12, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER attended a meeting on 

the fourth floor of· 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. to 

compose and develop Magruder's proposed testimony in prepara

tion for another appearance before the Grand Jury. 

13. On or about Septe~ber 13, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER testified falsely before 

the Grand Jury. 

On or about January 23, 1973, in the District 

the District of Columbia, JEB STUART MAGRUDER 

gave false, deceptive and misleading material testimony 

during the trial of Criminal Case No. 1827-72, entitled 

United States v,C Gordon Liddy, et al. 

15. On or about January 23, 1973, in the District 

court for the District of Columbia, Herbert Lloyd Porter 

gave ~alse, deceptive and misleading material testimony 
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during the trial of Criminal Case No. 1827-72, entitled 

United States v. Gordon Liddy, et al. 

~n violation of Title 18 United States Code§ 371.) 

AR~~to~eX 
Special Prosecutor 
Watergate Special Prosecution 

Force 
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A As general counsel he was responsible to ba sure not 

only with the proble...'iS we anticipated having in our pr.ir.lary sta~e 

but e'lten more so of course in the general election with. the 

surrogate candidates. We had 35 surrogate candidates. These 

were cabinet officers, Senators, and governors who in effect 

were stand-inds for the President since the President w~ knew at 

that til:ie did not ·plan to campaign as · actively as he had ill l96S 

and by this ti.ce we had indications that there would be potential. 

problems in many of the places that these individuals would go, 

particularly relating to our rallies. 

We had scheduled by t.~at ti."'!1e approxil'!lately 12 ral.lies 

' in.. the primary ztates and we k:l.ew there were early plans by 

individua~s and groups to possibly disrupt these rallies and 

also possibly cause bodily har.it to the surrogates, so we ware 

interested in effect finding out how serious these pro~lems 

would be and then, of course, protecting these surrogates. 

I The surrogates did not have any protection in the 

sense of their own as the President does with the Secret Service, 

so we felt we had to establish our own lines of communication 

and in late December after Mr. Porter and :r discussed t."l.e pro

blem we talkad to .Hr. Liddy and asked hin would he be willing 

to tak~ on the assignment setting up basically an intelligence 

~thering -- ~f there were problems and as it turneu out there 

were consiuerahle proble;:ns we had -- fire bonbings in a nu.'nbar 
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De:::ocratic Convention in 1968, we were •rerz concerned about t.."le 

safety a.-u.l the ubility of us to put on a convention t.."lat would 

be successful because we knew that if it was the kind t..1'lat 

occurred in Chicago, of course, it would be Ver,_/ difficul.t for 

the President to be re-elected. 

Q Talld.ng about Chicago 

A The Chicago Convention the Democrats had that was 

disrupted as you recall·by the demonstrators in 1 68. The sa.i::e 

groups at that convention were planning sw.ilar activities,. so 

starting as far back as July or August of 1971. we began to 

become concerned. r So in January I asked Hr. Liddy if he wouLl t~e on 

t~ assig~ent of being able to build up an intelligence-g;,.ther

ing ope-1;:ation in San Diego so that we could be aware of the pro

bleI:iS that would occur at thetime of the convention. 

:t think it is important to note our Ir'.aL"'\ concern was 

not pre-convention but post-convention, during the convention. 

What we were concerned about was the same problem to a much 

greater extent we t..~ought we would have with the surrogates. 

Here in a city there may be 250,000 deraonstrators, 

could we function and nave a convention? And, as you know, 

national television covers the~ and we did."l' t want the sa..r.te see:;~ 

on the television as in Chicago in '68. 

So I asked ~·lr. Liddy to set H:? an intellic;encc-gat...'1e::-i::.~ 
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of the convention that would allm, us to preplan our raovc.":lents 

and prevent ma..,y probler.::s that occurred in '68~ 

Q What funding or financial arrange:nents did you agree 

upon wit.'l Mr. Liddy with respect to the two different assign:::ients 

that you just described? 

A On the first assignment, we agreed to a funding_ of 

approximately $100,000 for the ten-I!l0nth period starting in 

January and on the convention problem we agreed to $150,000, so 

the total funding of $250,000. 

Q Who was to be the source of the funds of the money 

that would be gi van to !-1r. Liddy? 

I - A 

ect 

Q 

Well, the source was to be the Pin~'"'!ce Committee to 

~e President. 

Now, at any time did you give hL'11 in addition to those 

two major assignments you just described to the ladies and 

gmitlernen of the j~ and His Honor, did you give him any other 

investigative assignments? 

A Yes, as I recall, I gave him a nu:nber of ot.'lers. 

Q Can. you give an example? 

A An example would be there was a candidate for the 

Democratic nomination who was known for his anti-pollution stand 

and there was also news reports about s01ne of his supporters, 

financial supporters particularly, one in particular. being a 

cajor polluter, .:md. I aske<l :-1.r. !..iddy as a..'"\ e:ca.-nple to i:i:1restig.::.cc 
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had a direct relationship to the President at all. In fact, the use of 
his name was very common in many cases where it was inappropriate; 
in other words, where he-had not had any dealings in the matter. 
So I knew that this did not necessarily mean it came from the Presi
dent or anyone else other than jfr. Dean or )fr. )fitehell. 

)Ir. DASH. But you did not 1.."1low to the contrary. 
l\Ir. )faGRUDER. No; I did not know to the contrary. 
:\Ir. DASH. Did you lu1ow or have any knowledge of any plans to 

pay attorney's fees or salaries to defendants or support for the families 
of the defendants~ 

)fr. )fAGRUDER. I was aware that they were being taken care of 
because, of course, one of the questions I had if I was going to-par
ticularly before the second grand jury appearance where I had to 
decide to go up and tell this covernp story-that I wanted assurances 
that the other seven defendants. the seven defendants would hold and 
I was assured they were being ·taken care of. That was the extent of 
my knowledge. 

:Mr. DASH. Were you aware of any concern about any one of the 
defendants during this period of time 1 

Mr. MAGRUDER. ·well, at varying times there was concern over par
ticularly Mr. l\IcCord. I think )fr. Hunt to some extent at rnrious 
times and also I think :Mr. Sturgis who I did not know. They were 
three who :were brought up most frequently. · . 

Mr. DASH. Were you aware of any plans to propose a CIA defense 
for the defendants~ 

:Mr. MAGRUDER. Again, in these series of meetings that we had from 
·· the period, from the break-in to September, that defense was dis

cussed in general terms at meetings I attended but I could not be 
specific about it. 

[ 

Mr. DASH. Now, you testified at the first Watergate trial 1 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
l\.f·· r. DAsH. And at that trial did you tell this same false story that 

you testified before the grand jurv and told the FBI? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. • 
lfr. DASH. By the time of the trial in January all seemed, :\Ir. 

)fagruder, to have worked well according to the, plan that you had 
worked out with Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Dean, Mr. LaRue aud :.Mr. ~fardian. 
At what time, to your recollection, if it did occur did the plan begin to 
crumble? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. vVelL I think that as soon as we realized that the 
grand jury was going to recom·ene, much more so than )fr. ~kCorcFs 
statement because I knew :Mr. )IcCord's statements would be hearsay, 
bnt as soon as I knew the grand jury was going to reconn'ne I knen· 
that things would be ditlicult to hold. I knew I could not go through 
the same process, now that the c>leetion was now owr and the reason for 
the con~rup from my standpoint was now no longer ,-alid. But also I 
knew that l\fr. Reisner, the one-from my standpoint, the only mistake 
the prosecutors maclt' was in going through tht• organization they 
missed )fr. Reisner, and if they h:1d caught .:\fr. TI(·isrn.'!' l'nrlier. I think 
thi::i ston- wo11ld not. !tan• beC'n made but I knPw tltt•,- mrnld !!'l' t to 
)fr. Rei:5lll'l' now beca 11:-;e it had b('('ll olH·ions he had been Ill\ : assistant 
at. that tinw and so as soon as I knew th,tt and :ls soon as (knew )fr. 
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this case, or one of his assistants. Only when he called me did I re
spond. I caunot even recall any time that I initiated a call to .Mr. 
Haldeman. 

Senator WEICKER. All right. . 
Mr. l\IAGRUDER. Except m the January meetmg, when I requested 

an interview with him to go over the job question. 
Senator vVEicKER. Now we move to Januat·y 1973 and the meeting 

with Mr. Haldeman. The main purpose of this meeting, as I gather 
it, was to talk about jobs for Mr. Porter and yourself; is that correct~ 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ·wEicKER. Now, you have heard Mr. Sloan's testimony in 

which he said in response to a question that I asked him that if it did 
produce discussion on his part, the statement of policy on the case 
was that no individual who had become a ·watergate figure or prom
inent Government official would be placed in office until the issue was 
totallv resolved. 
· Mr~ :l\faGRUDER. Yes, sir. 

Senator VVErcKER. Can you give me any indication as to why this 
general policy was excepted in your case? 

:Mr. J\'lAGRUDER. I did not know that was the general policy, Senator. 
Senator VVEICKER. ,veil, what was nature of the conversation be

tween you and l\Ir. Haldeman on jobs? 
Mr. lfaGRUDER. ·well, the nature of the discussion was basically, they 

had considered sending me up to the Senate for confirmation for one 
or two jobs that required Senate confirmation. During that discus
sion, he and I "agreed that at this time-at that time-it would be 
inappropriate to go through that process. vVe both agreed to that. 
And so as an intenm measure, we agreed to a position that turned out 
to be Director of Policy Development at the Commerce Department, 
which happened to be a level 4 job that did not require Senate confir
mation. And we did not discuss, I think, that job at that time. We 
discussed the prospects of that kind of a job as an interim measure until 
the vYatergate situation had been completely settled. 

Senator 1YEICKER. Then after the conversation about jobs was over 
with, did you indicate to him your concern about the vVatergate 
matter? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. It was the other way around, Senator. I initiated the 
discussion on the subject of the ,v atergate because of what l con
sidered to be beginning memory of difficulties on the part of some of 
the participants that I thought could have related to my own particu-
lar situation. -

Senator rVEICKER. And you related it to him at that time in 
January? 

l\fr.1\1.AGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator "\VEICKER. The situation as to the Watergate, as to what was 

going on, relath·e to your participation and the story being contrived? 

,---

l\Ir. MAGRUDER. Yes, and it was particularly at that time also in rela
tion to :\Ir. Porter because he was having difficulty with the personnel 
. department at the "\Vhite House and I wanted to be sure )fr. Haldeman 
understood how cooperati rn Mr. Porter had been. 

Senator '\YF.rc1n,R. ,vas this before or-was this cmn-ersation with 
Mr. Haldeman before or after the trial? 

l\Ir. )fAGRUDF.R. It was beforn the trial. before the inauguration, 
sometime early in January, after the first of the year. 
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Senator '\VEIGKER. So that }Ir. Haldeman knew before the trial that 
perjury svas being committed? 

Mr. :MAGRU"DER. Yes, that would be correct. He knew that my state
ments-well, after the trial he knew that perjury was committed, 1 
think, Senator, might be more appropriate. In other words, I had not 
made those statements until the trial and then at the trial he would 
have ~f he read the trial statements known that perjury had . been 
comnntted. That may have been a fine difference but that--

Senator vVEicKER. Let us be very specific. The trial was not over, is 
that correct? 

Mr. l\faGRUDER. As I recall, the trial had, just begun. I had not 
testified. 

Senator WEICKER. That is correct. And your mooting with l\Ir. 
Haldeman was before the trial was over? 

l\lr. :MAGRUDER. yes, sir. 
Senator WErCKER. And the story you ·told him, you told him before 

the trial was over? 
·l\fr. l\iAGRUDER. That is correct. 
Senator \VEICKER. So Mr. Haldeman knew that perjury was going 

to be committed? 
. Mr. :MAGRUDER. \Vas going to be committed and, of course, did not 

know that it had been committed until after the trial. 

L Senator ,VEICKER. But he did know that pe11·ury was going to be 
committed? ·c 

Mr. :MAGRUDER. Yes; I think that would be correct. 
Senator \VEICKER. Now, on the March 29 meeting---let me ask you 

one other thing; on the meeting in January do you feel that that 
meeting was taped, the January meeting? 

•Mr. l\lAGRUDER. I am not sure. I do not think that meeting was 
taped. I think all subsequent meetings that I had with either l\Ir. 
Haldeman, l\lr. Ehrlichman, and I gather meetings I had ,,ith l\fr. 
Dean from that t.ime on were taped but I do not have. the taped tran
scripts so I do not specifically !{now which meetings were or were 
not t,aped. 

Senator \VEICKER. The March 29 meeting--
1\Ir. MAGRUDER. I know that was taped. 
Senator vVEICKER. Do you h,10w who is in ·possession of those tapes? 
l\Ir. ,l\lAGRUDER. I do not know personally. I think the prosecutors 

or Mr. Haldeman's lawyer, I am jnst not sure. I do know-'possibly, 
Senator, this committee has those tapes, I do not know. 

Senator ,VEICKER. Beg pardon? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Possibly this committee has those tapes, Senator, I 

do know tapes have been produced and discussed in depositions. 
Senator \YEICKER. l\Ir. Chairman, I wonder if I might inquire of 

counsel, majority and minority counsel, as to whether or not the com
mittee is in possession of those tapes. 

l\Ir. D.,sn. \Ye are jnst checking. 
YVe have two tapes under snbpena that l\Ir. Haldeman has ginn u:3 

and one of them does relate. not to l\Ir. Haldeman and l\Ir. :\Iagruder, 
but to a telephone call with somebody other than l\fr. 1faldem;in. 

Mr. l\IAGRUDER. Telephone call with l\fr. Higby? 
l\Ir. DAsH. Ye:3. 
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He said, however, that all of the people he had talked with in Cali
fornia had urged him to go back into Go.-ernment for a while; that 
he 4ad stro~ family reasons for wantino- to stay in Washington be
cause his children were .vell establisheJ in the schools here; and 
that he had lost some of his interest in running for office in Califor
nia and was more interested in the idea of staying in 1Vashingtcm. 
Since the Presidential appointment or White House post was out of 
the question, I suggested that he look into other Government possi
bilities and that he work with ,Terry Jones and the White House per
sonnel office in that regard. 

I met with Magruder again on March 2 (I believe again at his re
quest), at my office, with John Dean also present, for about an hour. 
At this meeting we reviewed the same general subjects we had dis
cussed on February 14, and I gave him a list of jobs in the Govern
ment that had been developed by the personnel office. He expressed 
interest in one of the jobs on the list, a post at the Depa.rtment of 
Commerce, and he subsequently did take that post . . r I do not . recall any discussion of any of the particulars of the 
Watergate matter or the so-called coverup-other tha;n what I have 
already indicated regarding his feeling that the matter was now be
hind him. 

I feel certain that there was no such discussion becattse had he 
told me the kinds of things that he has indicated to this committee 
that he told ine regarding perjury, et cetera, I would have remem
bered them clearly and I would have done something about them. 

Mr. Magruder has stated that he met with me in early January of-
1~73, before the inaugural, although he was unable to specify a date. 

Mr. Dean, on the other hand, has indicated in his testimony that 
I met with Mr. Magruder in late January. 

I do have a vague feeling that I talked with Magruder or at least 
Jmew about his plans prior to his trip to California, which I believe 
was in early February. I cannot recall any specific conversation or 
meeting. l\[y feeling may arise from the fact that apparently John 
Dean talked with me in late ,January about ·Magruder's plans for 
going into politics ln California and his plans to make a trip out 
there. Mr. Higby has told me that )fr. Magruder did request a meet
ing in January, but that I was unable to schedule one. I did later 
agree to such a meeting but when he called :Magruder to set it up, 
Magruder had already left for California. It is possible that 'Magruder 
told Higby of his California plans and Higby relayed them to me. · 

Magnider's recollection of the substance of the alleged January 
conversation is in many respects very much along the lines of my 
recollection of our conversation on Februarv 14. and I have the feel
ing that we are dealing here with a simple error in recollection of 
specific dates, which is certainly understandable. 

At no meeting with :Magruder did he raise '\\""ith me a monolo!!" 
as he has described. laving ont the true facts or claiming- that he had 
committed or was goi11g 'to commit. perjury or that tl{ere had been 
any other illegal conrup actiYities underi::tken in connection with the 
Watergate investigation. 

I should al;:,o explain. Mr. Dash. that my ontFne of the l\fagrnder 
meetinf.,TS of Febrnal'y 14 nnd ;\farch ~ is somewhttt- different than the 
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40. In about January or February 1973 LaRue made payments of 

$25,000 and $35,000 in cash to Howard Hunt's attorney, William Bittman. 

These funds came from the money that LaRue had received from the 

White House. 
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Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Dasu. Do you know how much that sum was? 
Mr. LARUE. Approximatelv $50,000. 
Mr. DASH. And did you know that this wus part of the $350,000 at 

the ·white House? 
. Mr. LARUE. That was my understanding. 
Mr. DASH. Now, in January 1973, did you receive an additional sum 

from Mr. Strachan in the amount of $280,000? 
l\fr. LARUE. Yes, sir. " 
Mr. DASH. ·what prompted, to your knowledge, such a large trans~ 

fer of money? . 
Mr. LARUE. I cannot state specifically, ).fr. Dash. I had had a con

versation with Mr. Dean regarding the need, at this time, I think, 
for $20,000 for one of the attorneys, )Ir. Maroulis. I had passed this 
information on to Mr. Dean. Later, he called me back and told me that 
they were going to deliver the remaining balance they had over at the 
White House, which was approximately $280,000. 

Mr. DAsH. Would it be fair t-0 say that as you were ongoing in this 
relationship of paying these fees, that this was going to be a con
tinuing operation, certainly through the trial, and that this fund of 
money was necessary if you were going to be able to carry out these 
responsibilities? 

Mr. L.<\.RUE. That certainly would be my assumption; yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And is it true that in January 1973, you did pay )Ir. 

Maroulis, counsel for Mr. Liddy, $20,000? 
Mr. LARUE. That is correct. . 
Mr. DASH. Now, did you receive $14,000 from a Mr. Tim Babcock 

in January 197'3? 
Mr.LARUE. Yes,sir. 
Mr. DASH. What was that all about? 
Mr. LARUE. I received this money from Mr. Babcock at-I think 

in Mr. Stans' office. Mr. Stans was present. liy understanding, ~Ir. 
Dash, was that Mr. Babcock had pledged this money during the cam
paign, had not gotten around to delivering it, and that he was, you 
know, fulfilling his pledge. · 

l\fr. DASH. Did this have anything to do with t.he money or the ca.sh 
fund you were developing for the legal defense fund'? 

Mr. LARUE. No,sir. . 
:Mr. DASH. Now, ,did you make two cash payments, one of $25,000 

and one of $35,000, to :Mr. Bittman, counsel to )Ir. Hunt, in January 
973i 

:Mr.LARUE. Yes,sir. 
Mr. DASH. And did that occur in the same way you ha.Ye already 

described? 
Mr. LARm:. No, sir; those payments were delivered to Mr. Bittman· 

at his home. 
Mr. DASH. At his home? 
:Mr.LARUE. Yes.sir. 
Mr. DASH. "Who delivered them? 
Mr. LARUE. This was another messenger that deliwred them. 
l\fr. DASH. Another messenger? 
l\[r. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did you arrange that the same wayi by phone calH 
i\Ir. LARUE. Yes. sir. .. 
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:i\fr. DAs1r. Diel you again identify yourself as :\fr. Baker? 
:i\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. D.\SU. Did )fr. Bittman always know you as )fr. Baker? 
Mr. LAReE. Yes, sir. As far as I know, he never knew who I 

was. 
Mr. DASH. And this was in cash, this $25,000 and $35,000-it was 

all in cash ·? · · 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
:\Ir. DASH. And this came frqm the $%0,000 or $350~000-the 

amount of money that was at the "White House 1 
::\Ir. LARm:. Yes, sir. 
)Ir. DASH. Did you attend a meeting in ·w ashington with )fr. 

:i\fitchell, :i\Ir. Dean, ).fr. Kalmbach on ,January 19, 1973? 
:i\Ir. L:\Rn:. :Mr. Dash, I have no recollection of attending that 

meeting. 
)fr. DASH. Did you hear the testimony of Mr. Kalmbach? 
Mr. LARm:. Yes. sir. 
)Ir. DASH. And also the testimony of Mr. Dean? 
::\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
)Ir. DASH. And do you recall any of their testimony that a meet

ing did occur, and both testified to your presence there, and :Mr. 
:Mitchell, at which an effort was made to get Mr. Kalmbach to raise 
funds again'? . · · 

Mr. LARm:. Mr. Dash, I repeat, I have no recollection of that meet-
ing and it would serve no purpose to-- . 

Mr. DASH. Do you recall any discussion at any time with anybody 
asking Mr. Kalmbach to come back to the business of raising funds i 

Mr. LARm:""N o, sir, I do not. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did you take any expenses for the work that you 

were doing, during this period of time, any amount of moneyt 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir, there was approximately $12,000 in expenses 

taken oht of this money during the period of, I would say August 
through March. . 

l\Ir. DASH. Now, when was your last payment to lfr. Bittman, 
counsel for Mr. Hunt? Do you recall? · · . 

l\Jr. LARUE. Yes, sir, it would be in March. 
Mr. DASH. March of 1973? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Can you tell us how much was involved in that paymenU 
l\Ir. LARUE. As I recall, $75,000. 
l\fr. DASH. $75,000? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. I take it that was the largest sum of money that you ever 

transferred to any of the lawyers? · 
Mr. LARm:. The largest sum I transferred, yes, sir. . 
:Mr. DASH. ·what led up to that unusual payment? 
Mr. LARl:"'E. I got a phone call from Mr. Dean. :Ur. Dean stated that 

he had-Ithink he had had a conversation with Mr. O'Brien, in which 
Mr. O'Brien had told him that there was a need for $75,000 as.serted 
that by Mr. Bittman for attorneys' fees. I asked )Ir. Dean if I should 
indeed make a delivery of this money. He said that he was out of the 
money business, that he was no long-er gain~ to be involved in it and 
that he would not, you know, I would have to use my own judgment 
as to whether to make the payment or not. 
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41. On February 7, 1973 the United States Senate, by a vote of 

77 to O, established the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Cam

paign Activities (SSC) "to conduct an investigation and study of the 

extent, if any, to which illegal, improper, or unethical activities 

were engaged in by any persons, acting either individually or in 

combination with others, in the presidential election of 1972, or in 

any related campaign or canvass •••• " The authorizing resolution 

"directs the select committee to make a complete investigation and 

study" of activities "which have any tendency to reveal the full 

facts" in respect to sixteen specified topics including the break-in 

and the electronic surveillance at the DNC headquarters, the payment 

of money or the use of coercion, threats or other means to conceal 

evidence relating to the break-in, presidential campaign sabotage, 

presidential campaign fundraising and the concealment, suppression or 

destruction of evidence relating to matters within the Committee's 

j urisd ic tion. 
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ESTABLISHMENT OF SELECT COM
MITTEE TO INVESTIGATE A.L'ID 
STUDY CERTAIN ACTIVITIES IN 
THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION OF 
1972 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tern
pore (Mr. HARRY F. BYRD, JR.) . The 
Chair lays before the Senate the un
finis..'1.ed business, which the clerk will 
state. 

The assistant legislative clerk read as 
follmvs: 

A resolution (S. Res. 60) to establish a 
select committee of the Senate to conduct 
an investigation and study or the extent. I! 
any, to whlch Ulegal, improper, or unethical 
act! vi ties wer& engaged in by any persons, 
acting individually or in combln&tlDn with 
others, In the Presidential election of 1972. 
or any campaign, canvass~ or (?ther act.tv:;ty 
related to it. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President.Isug
get the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tan
pore. The clerk will call the roll. . ' 

The legislative clerk proceeded to ca.l1 
the roll. · 

Mr. PELL. Mr. President,. I ask.unani
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum ca.11 be rescinded. . 

The - ·PRESIDING · OFFICER - <Mr. 
lLmUWAY) • Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. PELL. Would the Chair i.Dform me, 
what is the pending busmess? _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER; The clerk 
will state the pending business. 

and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 

[No. 12 Leg.] 
Allen Ervin 
Baker Grtmn 
Bentsen Hathaway 
Byrd, R.obert C. Helms 
Cranston Hn1ska 
Domenic! Jackson 
Eagleton Mansfield 

Nelson 
Pastore 
Spark.man 
Symington 
Talmadge 
Tower 

States the enrolled joint resolution 
(S.J. P..es. 42). to extend the life of the 
Commission on Highway Beautification 
established under section 123 of the Fed
eral-Aid Highway Act of 1970. 

ESTABLISHME?.--T OF SELECT C0:.\1-
MI'ITEE TO INVESTIGATE AND 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum STUDY CERTAIN ACTIVITIES IN 
is not present. THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION OP 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I 1 
n,,., 

move that the Sergeant a.t Arms be di- ' The Senat.e continued with the con.W
rected to request the presence of absent era.tion of the resolution <S. Res. 60) to 
Sena.tors.-· establish a. select committee o.f the Senate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The to conduct an investigation and study of 
question is on agreeing to_ the motion of the extent, if any. to which illegal. im-
the Sena.tor fromMontana.. proper, or unethical activities were en-

The motion was a.greed to. gaged in by any persons; acting indi.:. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vidua.Ily or in combination with o~ .. 

Sergeant a.t. Arms will execute the order in the Presidential election of 1972, or 
of the Senate. ' any campaign, canvass. or other activity 

After some delay, the following Sena- related to it. 
tors entered the Chamber and answered The PRESIDING OPPICER. The ques- · 
to their names: tion is on the adoption of tlle resolution. 
Al>ourer.k - Eastland McIntyre Mr. BAKl!:R. ,Mr. President, I have ad· 
Aileen Pann1n lllletcalf amendment. a.t the desk. whJch I ask tha, . 
~ Fulbright lllloaa ~rk _ to report.- · == = -:~ The PRESIDINGOPPICER.. The clerk , .. 
Bennett Hart Pell will report the amendment. :::: = ~ The legislative cleric. read the amend· 
Brock Hattleld Randolph l'Ilcent, a.s follows: . 
Buckley· Hollings Roth On page 3, line-11, strike "tl.ve" and Insert. 
Burdlcll: HUddloston - Schweiker 1n lieu thereof "su'•.. ~ 
Byrd, Hughes Scott, Pa. on page 3. lin.e 14, str1lte -two" and Insert_ 
c=.P~ Jr. :::::r97 ~;!;,!a. in lieu thereof ''thne'\ 
Case Jav!ts Stevenson Mr. BAKER. ML President, this 
g::~ fi;:edy ~ey amendment to the resolution now pend--
Cool< llllcCleU&n wetclter ing before the Senate simply provides 
Cotton McClure Willia.ms that. the_ select- committee constituted, 
~ ::em Young by the resolution would consist equa.lly 

The legislative clerk. read 1111 follows: · 
s. Res. 60, to establish a select committee

of the Senate to· conduct an !.nvestiga.tion 
and study of the extent, 11 any, to wh1ch 
Ulegal, Improper, 0~ unethical acttvities were 
engaged 1n by any persons, acting !.ndivid- Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. I announce 
ually or !.n combination with others. In the that the Sena.tor from Indiana. (Mr. 
Presidential election of 1972, or any cam- BAYB), the Sena.tor from Idaho (Mr, 
paign, canvass, or other activity related to Ciroacs:), the Senator from Washington 
it. (Mr. MAGN11SON), the Sena.tor from Mill-

of three Republicam and three Demo-" 
crats. . . -- -
-on YllSterdaY, in. colloquy with the 

distinguished senior Senator from:. 
North Carolina, I indicated. that I felt 
that a select committee was the, prefer
able way to constitute a board of inquiry' 
of the Senate; that. I thought it was. 
superior to one of the standing com- . 
mittees doing this inquiry. I thought. it. 
offered a. greater opportunity to lllumi-
na.te all tbe facts attendant on tbe cir
cumstances of the recent. presidential 
campaign and other political activtties. 

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, is there a. nesot& (Mr. MoHD.wi:), the Sena.tor from 
time agreement in connection with this New Mexico <Mr, MomoYA), the senator 
matter? · from -Connecticut (Mr. Rmlcon), and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is the Sena.tor from Alaska. (Mr. GRAVEL) 
no time agreement. are necessarily absent. 

Mr. PELL. I thank the Chair. I further announce that the Sena.tor 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence from Louisiana <Mr. JOHNSTON) is ab-

of a. quorum. sent on official business. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk I also announce that the .Sena.tor from 

will call the roll. Mississippi <Mr. STENNIS) is a.bsent be-
The legislative clerk proceeded to call ca.use of illness. ' · 

the roll. · Mr. GRIFFIN. I announce that the 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I ask Sena.tor from Massachusetts <Mr. 

unanimous consent that the order for BROOKE). the Senator from Colorado 
the quorum call be rescinded. (Mr: DoMINICX), the Sena.tor from Ha.-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without wail (Mr. FONG). the Senator from Ari-
objection, it is so ordered. zona. <Mr. GoLDWATER), the Sena.tor from 

Oregon (Mr. PACKWOOD). the Sena.tor 
. from Kansas (Mr. PEARSON) , and the 
Sena.tor from South Carolina (Mr. 
TmJRMoND) are necessa.rlly absent. 

. PRIVILEGE OJ" THB FLOO& 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that, during the 
pendency of any amendment I may offer 
to this resolution, l\,lr. J.P. Jordan of my 
statr be permitted the privilege o.f the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, J.Us..so ordered. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. B.i'~ .. ER. Mr. ~ent. I suggest 
t!1e absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 

The Senator from Maryland <Mr. MA
THIAS), the Sena.tor from Ohio (Mr. 
SA.."{BE), and the Sena.tor· from Vermont 
<Mr. STAFFORD) are absent on official 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum 
is present. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, February 7, 1973, l1e pre
sented to the President of the United 
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I indicated. as well, that. the precedent.. 
for having an equal diVillion ln select. 
committees and. special committees of the 
Senate ln this respect was. well estab
lished. a.nd that I believed we would en
hance a.nd reinforce the position of abso
lute objectivicy and freedom from per
sonal consideration if we were to back 
that precedent in this instance. 

I also indicated yesterday that I have 
no doubt whatever a.bout the objective 
manner, the calm. cool. and judicial 
manner, in which the distinguished sen
ior Senator from North Carolina. will 
conduct this inquiry as chairman o! the 
select committee if he is chosen as chair
man o! the i;elect committee. This 
amendment in no was impugns his 
standing in that respect, nor does it sug
gest that I have any feru:-that the ma
jority members of the conunittee, nor the 
stall'., for that matter, will .engage .in a 
partisan wlteh hunt. 

On the other hand. Mr. President, we 
must face the fact that. inen.tably. this 
inqul.ry will ~ fraught with political im
plications. That has been the case pre-



41.1 119 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, FEBRUARY 7, 1973, S2317, S2335-37 

February 7, 1:J7J CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -SENATE 

jectivity and greater pm·pose than at 
present. He h,.1s presented his analysis 
with a great deal of force and supported 
his arguments with his accustomed vigor. 
Hmvewr, I regret that he has rejected, 
one after another, suggestions made to 
improve upon his original proposal and 
to pe1·fect its n1echanism.. 

If the investigation which the Senator 
desires does not h,we the utmost ap
pearance of impartiality and objectivity, 
then it will not gain the trust of the 
.-'\m.erican people. It goes without saying 
that partisanship is at the very heart of 
the original problem. One of our major 
political parties stands accused of inter
fering with the privacy of. our other 
major political party. Seven minor fig
ures have been indicted and found guilty 
by our courts; two are seeking to appeal 
.The end of the case is not yet in sight. 
It is not surprising that feelings are 
running high. 

It is all the more important, therefore, 
that the investigation be conducted in 
an atmosphere that inspires confildence 
and betrays no suspicion that less than 
the truth, and the whole trut.b., has been 
found. I. am disa.PPOinted that my col. 
league has rejected the suggestion that 
both. major political parties be equally 
represented in this jnvestigation. Such· 
a rejection will only fuel the fires of 
those who are charging that this inves
tigation is onlY a year-long fishing ex
pedition, designed to be as far-ranging as 
possible, gathering everything and every
body in the net. My distinguished col
league-and he knows of my grea.t per
sonal admiration and respect for him
has often been on the :floor of the Senate 
defending the civil rights of persons 
whose rightful privacy has been intruded 
upan. I know that he will be 'among the 
first to come to the :floor if such a sweep~ 
ing investigation as this, cruelly brought 
the names of the innocent in association 
with the names of the guilty. 

I am further dismayed that the cost 
of this investigation, under these circum
stances, will be $500,000. If the subject 
were one which were cloaked with mys
tery, if new evidence tended to indicate 
that much more would be unearthed, if 
there were any hope at all that a defini
tive resolution would be achieved, then 
a half million dollars might be a price 
worth paying. Yet there is no evidence 
worth considering. 

The Watergate situa.tiori has received 
the closest and most penetrating scru
tiny of any story in modem journalism. 

A grand jury has made a. thorough 
investigation and returned indictments. 

A trial was held in the U.S. district 
court in which five defendants pleaded 
guilty and two others were convicted 
after an extensive trial. The trial judge 
himself went beyond the bounds of an 
adversary proceeding and interrogated 
the defendants himself before he satis
fied himself that there were no others 
involved in the crimes. 

The FBI and the Justice Department 
made a thorough investigation of their 
own. 

Our distinguished colleague from the 
Hou.,e of Representatives, the Honora
ble \VRICHT PATM.\N, made a staff investi
gation through his House Banking and 
Clu-rcncy Conunittee~ 

The disfo1guished senior Senator from 
M,,ssachusetts had the .,taff of his Ju
diciary Subcommittee make on-the-spot 
investigations in this matter. and ·has 
apparently not pursued it further. 

The junior Senator from North Caro
lina therefore finds it difficult to justify 
spending $500,000 on iet another investi
gation with broad powers given to a se
lect committee to rehash old charges for 
another year. 

If there are matters that .need to be 
pursued further, then they ought to be 
looked into by the full Judiciary Com
mittee. I know that the Judiciary Com
mittee has a full calendar of proposals; 
but 1f there are overwhelming problems 
yet to be resolved in the Watergate af
fair, then ·I know tha.t the public would 
·have far more confidence in a normal 
standing committee ha.la.need by the reg
ular p0Iitical process. 

Moreover, this body has also establishecl. 
a Permanent Investigating Subcommit
tee of the Government Operations 
Committee which could perhaps easily 
handle many of these ma.tters.-Encour
a.gement could also be given to the Ju
diciary Committee's Administrative 
Practice a.nd Procedure Subcommittee to 
look further into those matters in its 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. President, I dislike seeing a half
million dollars of the taxpayers• money 
spent on another investigating mechan
ism, adding to the Senate's own bureauc
racy, when the job could, in my judg
ment, be done by existing persollllel and 
.facilities already a.va.ila.ble to this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reso
lution is open to further amendment. 

If there be no further amendment to 
be proPOSed, the question is on agreeing 

olution, as amended. 
" VIN. Mr. President, I ask. for 
e yeas and nays on fina.l passage. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICEB~ The 

uestion is on agreeing to the resi>lution. 
The yeas and nays ha.ve been ordered. 
d the clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. I announce 

that the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
BAYR), the Senators from Nevada (Mr. 
BIBLE and Mr. CANNON). the Senator 
from Idaho <Mr. CmraOH), the Senator 
from Mississippi <Mr. E:&sTL.uo:,), the 
Senator from Washington (Mr. MAGNU• 
soN), the Senator from MJnnesota (Mr. 
MONDALE), the Senator from New Mexico 

· <Mr. MONTOYA), the Senator from Con
necticut (Mr. R:rBrcoFF), the Senator 
from Alabama. (Mr. SPARKMAN) are nec-
essarily absent. _ 

I further announce that the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. JOHNSTON) is ab
sent on official business. -

I also announce that the Senatc,r from 
Mississippi (Mr. STENNIS) is absEint be
cause of illness. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Indiana. 
(Mr. BAYH), the Senator from Nevada 
<Mr. CANNON), the Senator from ·wash
ington (Mr. MAGNUSON), and the Senator 
from (:ormecticut (Mr. RisrcoFF), would 
each vote "yea." 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I announce that t,re 
Senator from Mas,;aehusetts \Mr. 
BrrooKE), tlle Senator !rorn Colorado 
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(!vir. Do~HciIC:~>, the Senator from Ha
\vali i~!r. Fo:iGJ .. the Senator .t"rom ~\.ri
zona (Mr. GOLDWATER), the Senator f:om 
Oregon (:Mr. P.~cxwoon), the Senator 
from Kansas iMr. PE.\:aso:-.J, and the 
Senator from South Carolina •Mr, 
TH"C3.:,roNn) a1.~e necessar.Jy a05ent 

T'ne Senator from Maryland <i\fr. ~!.\
THIAS), the Senator fron1 Omo c.rr. 
S,L"l:EE), and the Sena.tor from Vermont 
(i\!r. SrAFFoan) are absent on official·~ 
business. 

. The Senator from Alaska G,!r. Sn:v
ENS) is detained on official business. 

If present and voting, the Senator from 
l\!Iassa.chusetts (Mr. BaooKE), the Sena
tor from Arizona (Mr. GOLDWATER}, the 
Senator from Alaska (Mr. STEVENS) and 
the Senator from South Carolina. Otlr. 
THlTRMoND) would each vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 77, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[No, 16 Leg.J 
YEAS-77 

Abourezll:. Er-vin 
Aiken Fannin 
Allen Fulbright 
Baker Gravel 
Bartlett! Griffin 
Beall Gurney 
BellmoJl Hansen 
Bennett Bart , 
Bentsen Hartke 
Eiden Haskell 
Brock Hatfield 
Bucltley Hathaway 
Bmdiclr. Helzns 
Byrd. , Hollings 

Harry P ~ Jr. Hruska 
. Byrd, Robert 0. Huddleston· 
Case Hughes 
Chiles · Hump!u'eT 
Clark Inouye 
Cook Jackson 
cotton Javtta - -
Cranston Kenned7 
Curtl& Long 
Dole Man.s11elct 
Domenic! McClellan 
Eagleton McClure 

McGe& 
McGovern 
Mcintytt 
Metcalf -Musl!::ie 
Nelson 
Nunn 
Pastore 
Pell 
Percy 
Pro:m,m, 
Randolph -Schweiker 
Scott.Pa. 
Scott. Vs. 
Stevenson 
Symington· 
Tatt 
Talmadge 
Tower 
Tunney 
Welcker 
Williams 
Young 

NAYs--0 
NOT VOTIN0-23 

Bsyb 
Bible 
Bmok& 
Cannon 
Church 
Dominick 
Eastland. 
Fong 

Goldwatel' 
Johnston 
MagnUSOXL 
Mathias 
Mondale 
Montoya 
Packwood 
Pearson 

R!bicolf 
Saxbe 
~ 
Stalford. 
Stennls 
Stevens 
Thu:rmonct. 

So the resolution <S. Res: so>. as 
amended, was agreed to, as follows: 

s. Rm. 60 
.Resolved, 
SECTION 1. (a.) That there Is hereby estab

lished a. select committee of th& Senate, 
which may be called, !or convenience of e>:• 
pression. the Select Committee on Presiden
tial Campaign Activities. to conduct an, in
vestigation and study of the extent, l! a,::iy,. 
to whteh illegru., Improper, or unethical ac
tivities were engaged in by any persons. aet
ing·either indi\"'id.:.ally or !n combin.3.tion With 
others. tn the presidential election. of 1972. 
or in any related campaign or can'\""8S$ ~n .. 
ducted by or 1n. behalf of ai!.y person seeking 
n.om.ination ·or election as the candidate or 
any political party !or the ot'!ie& of Presldent 
of the United States 1n sm;b election, aud 
to determine wh<>ther 1n !ts judgment auy 
occurrences Which may be revealed by the 
investigation aad study indicate- tb.e ne-ces
sity or desirability of the enactment ot new 
congressional leg1slatioD to sa.fegt:ard the 
el&::toral process. by which the Presid.en~ ot 
the United Stn.tes is chosen. 

(bl The select corr-..mli::tee creat~d bt"" th ts. 
r<"so!ntion .Sh:1.ll consl..st of se\·en l\f,~r-...::b.e-rs of 
the SeaatC, fou.r of whom shall be ap;,:01:1:ed 



41.1 119 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD., FEBRUARY ?,· ~973,·ff231?., S2335-3? 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE F ebruary 7, 1973 

!) \~ the ·presld e!lt · o ! the Senat e !rom tt ,e 
H; o.jority :Mem ber s of t he Senat e up on th e 
recom menda t!o n of the m a jorit y leade r of 
th e Se na t e , ' and three or wh om shall be 
,ip pointed by the President or the Sen a te 
fro m th e minority C.'Iembers of the Se nat e 
upvo the recommend3tion of the ml.norlty 
letLcler or the Senate. For the purp oses or 
pa rag rapll 6 or rule XXV of the Standing 
R ules of the Senate, service of a. Senator as 
a m em ber , chairman, or vice chairm an ot the 
select comI!littee shall not be taken into 
account . 

( c ) 'I11e select committee shall select a 
ch ai rm a n and vice chairman from among i ts 
m embers , and adopt · rules of procedure to 
govern Its proceedings . The vice chairman 
shall preside over meetings of the seleet com
mi t tee dUl'ing the absence or the chairman , 

• and discharge such other responslbllltlea u 
may be asslgne<l to him by the select com
mittee or tbe chairman. . Vacancies in the 
membership of the select committee shall not 
allect the authority of the remaln!ng mem
bers to execute the functions of the select 
committee and sball be- filled in the same 
m a nner as or!ginat appointments to It an, 
made . · 

(d) A majority of the members · of these
lect committee shall constitute ,,. quorum tor 
the transaction ot b=iness. but tba select 
committee may fix · a lesser number aa a 
quorum tor the purpose at taking testimony 
or depositions. 

SEC. 2. That · the select committee is au
thortze<l and directed to do everything nec
essary or appropriate to make tbe investiga
tion and study specllied in section 1 (a). 
Without abridging or limiting in any -y 
the . authority con!err .ed upon the select com
mittee . by tbe preeedlng sentence, the . Sen
ate further expressly authorlzea and ,dir.cts . 
the seleol committee to make a CO}!lplete in -' · 
ves t lgatlon and study o! the activities of any 
and all penons or groups t>f penons or or- · 
gan!zatlons of any kind which have any 
tendency to rev'l.al the tull facts in reape<:t 
to ihe following matters or questions : . 

( 1) The breaking, entering, and bugging 
of the headquarters or omcea at the Demo
cratic National Committee in the Watergate 
Building in Washington, District of Colum
bia ; 

(2 )· The monitoring by bugging , e&ves
dropping, wiretapping, or other surreptitious 
means of conversations or comm.unlcattona 
occurring in whole or in part in the head
quarters or offices o! the Democratic Na
t ional Committee in the Watergate Build
ing ln Washington , District of Columbia ; 

(3) Whether or not any printed or typed 
. or written document or paper or other mate
rial was surreptitiously removed trom the 
headquarters or omces o.r the Democr&tlo 
National Committee in the Watergate Build
ing in Washington, District of Columbia, 
and thereafter copied or reproduced by pho
tography or any other means !or the in!or
matlon o! any person or political committee 
or organization; 

( 4) The p reparing, transmitting , or re
ee l ving by any person !or himself or any 
polltical committee or any or ganization of 
a ny report or lntormatton concerning the 
ac t ivi t ies mentioned in s u bdivision (1) , (2) , 
or (3) of this seetlon . and the information 
con tn.ln ed in any s uch report ; 

(5) wnether any persons, acting Indi vid
ua lly or In combination with others , planned 
the activities mentioned in subdlvlolon (l) , 
(2), (3) , or (4) or this section , or emplo yed 
a lly or the participants In such activities to 
par t iclp.at& 'la t he,n, or made any · payments 
or promises of payments ot money or other 
th ings o! value to the participants In such 
nctiv tne s or their families !or their ac tt vl ti e.s. 
or' !<r "· ~ a"'lceai.'t ng cir., tn-rth in resp ect . tcr 
t he m or a ny of the persons ha vin g au y con ... 
r.ect lon wi th them or th e.it: n cth •itics, n.n d , i! 
so , t h e sQnr ce o r th e m on eys used in suc h 
p a._ymeu ts, and tt1e ide n tl !.les aud m ot h·es or 

t he per so ns p lan ning suc h 8.ct1'.'lt:ies or em... thi s sectio n were p!a.ced ln an.7 secret f t..u:d 
p loy ing the parti cip ant s in th em; e r place or st o ra ge !or t :..,,.e .:n flnaccing aoy 

(6) \\'nether an y per sons p articip at ing in ac t ,v1ty whLCh was so ttght to be concea :ed 
any or the activit ies ment ioned In su bdivt- ".trom the pubHc . and~ 1! so . what di3bur:se
s ion (1), (2), (3), (4), or (5) or this section :nent or e:q,e-nditure was made of sucll 
have been induced by b ri bery, coe rci on, secret fund. and t h e identities o! a.ny person 
threats, or any other me ans wha tso ever to or group ol person.s or commi t.tee or org~ 
plead guilty tot.he charges pref err ed ag ainst .nization having any con tro l n ·:er s Uch secr-?t. 
them in the District Court or t he District o! !und or. the dlsbu r:3ement or exnendlture ct 
Columbia or to conceal or !all to reveal any the same; -
knowledge of any or the activit ies mentioned ( 14) Whether any books , checks, canceled 
ins~bd!vislon (1). (2), (3), (4) , or (5) o!th ls checks, commun ications, correspondence. 
sechon, and, it so, the identities o! the per- documents, papers, physical eV!dence, rec
sons inducmg them to do such things , and ords, recortl<ngs, tapes, or materials relatu,g 
the identities of any other persons or any to any o! tha matters or questions the selec1. 
committees or organizations tor whom they committee is authortzed and directed to tn- · 
acted ; ve,tlgate and study have been concealed , ,nr,,-

(7) Any efforts to disrupt, hinder . Impede, pressed, or destroyed by any persons actu,g 
or sabotage In any way any e&rnpalgn, can- individually or In combination wltb others, 
vass or activity conducted by or In behal! ot and, if ·so, tbe ldent.ltles and motives · ot' any 
any ·penon seeking nominat ion or elections as such persons or groups o! persona ;· 
the candidate o! any pollt!Cal party !or tbe (15) Any otber acttvitl• , circumstances. 
omce of President o! the United States in materiala, or transactlo:aa having a tendency 
1972 by Infiltrating any political committee to prove or disprove that persona acting 
or organization or headquarters or olllces or either indivldUally or in combination with 
home or whereabouts o! the person seeking others, engaged .in any Illegal, Improper. or 
such nonunatlon or eleetlon or of any penon unethical activities In .connection With the 
aiding ~ in so <:loing, or by · bugging or presidential election of 1972 or any ca.m
eavesdr.oppmg or w,retapping the conversa- paign, canvass, or activity related to sw:A 
t!ons, communications, plans, headquarters, election; 
om~ home, or whereabouts o! the person (16) Whether any ot the existing lawa ot 

. see g such nomination or election or of any the United States ...,. ,ft...,_ te Ith In 
other persons assisting him in so d in . . --.ua • e er 
by exercising surveillance over th.° P:~ the!r ·provls!ons or manner o! enforcement to 
seeking such nomination or election or ot any ::!":;::!;!~':'r.,1! :..1':1C:!~ the proc
penon assisting him In so doing or by re- · · 
porting to any other person or t~ ...;y poll- SBC. 3. (a) To enable theselect COmml"
t!cal committee or organization any intorma- to make the lnveatlgat.ton and study author• 
tlon obtained by such !nJUtratlon , eavesdrop- !zed and dlreeted by tb.!s resolution, the Sen

. ping. bugging, wiretapping, or surveillance; &te hereby empowers the select committee 
(8) Whether any penon, acting indlvld- as an agency o! the Senate (1) to employ 

uauy or in combination with others, or poll- and fix tbe compensation of such clertcal, 
tlcal committee or organization induced any investigatory , legal, technical. and other a.s
o! tbe activities mentioned in subdlvislon (7) slstanta a.sit deems necessary or appropriate; 

· o! this section or pald any o! the participants (2) to sit and act at any time or place dur-
In any such activities for tbe!r services and ing seaslons, recesMS. and adjournment peri
l! so, the identities of such persons, or'com; oda of the Senate; (3) to hold hearings tar 
m!ttee, or organization, and the source of the taking testimony on oath or to receive docu
tunds used by them to procure or tlnance mentary or physical evidence rel&t!ng to the 
such activities; · matters and questions It Is authorized to In• 

(9) Any fabrication, -mination, or vestlgate or study;(+) to require by subpena 
publication o! any false charges or other false or otherwise the attendance a.s witnesses or 
information having the purpose or dlscred!t- any penons who tbe select committee be- . , 
ing any person seeking nomination or elec- Ueves have knowledge or !n!ormatlon coa- . 
tlon u the candidate of any political party cern!ng any at the matters or queat!ona ,~ 
to the omce of President ot the United Statee ls autborlzed to lnveatlgate and study; (5) 
in 1972; , .- to require by subpena o.r or,:ier any depari.. 

(10) The planning o! any of the activities ment, agency, olllcer, or employee ot the a- · 
mentioned in subdivision (?) (S) or (9 ) f ecutlve br&neh of the Ullited Statas Gonrn
this section, the employing ~t the partic~- ment, or any private person, 4ml , or corpors., 
pants In such activtttes. and tbe source of tion. o.r: any omcer or former omcer or em.
any moneys or things .of value which may ployee o! any political committee or orga.. 

·. have beeen given or promised to the ar- nizat!on to produce for its consideration 
ticlpanta !n such activities ·ror their services, or !or use as evidence in !ta tnvesUga
and the identities of any persona or com- and study any bookS~ cllecu. canceled checlal. 
mittees or organizations which may have correspondence. commllnicat!ons, document_ 
been Involved in any way In the planning papers, physical evidence , records, recordings. 
procuring, and financing of such activities tapes, or materials relating to any of the 

(11) Any tr&nsactlons or c!rcumstanc..; matters or quest!ona it is authorized to In
relating to the source, the control, the trans- vestlgate and study which they or any of 
mission, the transfer , the deposit , the stor- them may have in their custody or under 

. age, the concealment ,. the expenditure, or tbetr control; . ( 6) to maka to the Senate any 
use In the United States or In an y other recommendations it deems appropriate in re
country, of any moneys or other things of spect to the wlll!uJ !ailUA Ol" refusal of any 
value collected. or recei ved for actual Qr pre- person to ~ppear before 1t ~ obedience to a 
tended use in the presidential election of subpena or order, or in respect to the llrtll• 
1972 or in an y related campaign or canvass !Ul failure or refusal of any person to an
or actiV! t les pre ceding or accompanying swer questions or give testimony ln hls c!lar• 
such elect ion by any person. group of per- acter as a witness during his appeara ·nce bo
sons, comm tttee, or organi2atton of an y ktnd !ore it. or in respect to the wUI!Ul failure or 
acting or professing to act in behalf' o! any refusal at any officer or employee or the u
natlonal polltical party or !n support o! or in ecutive branch o! the Uni t ed States Gon.m
opposition to any person seeking nomination ment or any person. firm, or corporation .. or 
or Flectlon to the otllce ot President of the any otllcer or former olllcer or employee of 
United States in 1972; any political committee or organization.. to 

{12) Compliance or non compllance with produce before the cotnmtttee any books. 
any Act of Congress requ i!in g the re p orting checks. canceled. che ck s . correspondence-. 
ot the receipt or dr sb urs-eme n·t ·or use- of -any communications. do cuments . .fina.ncl:al . rec
m one ys or other t hin gs or v!\.lue m en tto ned ords, pape .rs . phy s tc&l. evi de nc e . records~ re
in su bdivl.:iiou {11) o! th is sectio n ; cordings , tapes. or uu t e ?"h\ls in obed!enc-e to 

( 13 ) \Vhe th er an y ot t he n1ou eys or t h in gs nuy · subpena or orde-r: (7) ~o t ake d ~poaLtion.t: 
of v:,h te m ~n t h:,11'1!'1 ! 11 s ubd h ·is ton { 11) of an d o ther te .stlmony on O:lth nny wl!e re w!._th• 
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111 the Unite d Stat es or in a1lr other country: affairs. and on the e:{piration or such th ree Tne PRESIDL.~G · OFFICER. \V1thout 
\tl) to orocur e the ton1p ora.ry or inter mitt ent calendar rnonths shu.ll cease . to exist. objection , it is s o ordered.. sen·ic:eS of !r.diviclual consultants, or organi-_ SEC~ 6. Toe e:<pen ses of the select co;nmit- (See er..hibi.t l.) 
za tioas thereof, :n tha same manner and un- tee thro•,g h Febrna ry 28, 1974, under thi s l\,,Ir. HART".d:E. :Mr. Presiden t . now , we uer rhe s.,me cond itio ns as a .st andin g com- resolutio n shall not exceed .iooo.ooo, o! whic h are to consider the FAA antihijacitlng r:.littee of th e Sen ate may procure such serv- am ount not to exceed $25,000 s hall be a.va n- . t t lees l!nd er secti on 20~(i) or the Legislativ e e.hle !or the procurement o! the serv!ces o! reg,..tlations , and I say they const1 U e: a Reorganizatio n Act or 1946; (9) to use on a individual consultants or organ.izatlons serious L11vasio n of civil ri ghts •. and an reimbursable basis, with the prio!' con sen t of thereof. Such expen ses sh all be paid from u nconstitutional encroach..'llent of the 
the Gov ernm ent department or agen cy con- t.h e con iinge nt fund of the .S1~na.te up on Ex"ecutive upon the legislative functions cerned and the Committee on RU.les and Ad- vouchers approved by the chair man o! th& of Government; and I believe evidence ministration, the serv ices of personnel or any select comm!. tt ee . Th e minority members o! v.ill show that the FAA recr:ru.Iations do such depar t ment or agency; ( 10) to use on the select co=ltt.,e shall ha ,,e one-third o! not , cannot , and will not work.. reimbursable basis or otherwise with th the prof essional staff o! the select committee Further, it can be shown that there prior copsent of the chairman ot any othe (Including a minority counsel) an<1 such are at.her remedies to "''""J·acking that of the Senate committees or the chairman o part of the clerical staff as may be adequate. stand a better chance ;;-'stopping this any subcommittee o! any co=ittee of th l11Ir. ERVIN . Mr . President, I move that · Senate the facilities or services of any mem serious crime without violating the rights · bers of the staJ!s of such other Senate com the vote ·by which the · resolution was and interests of American citizens and mittees or any subc ommittees of such othe agreed to be reconsidered. their Constitution_ 
Sen ate committees whenever the select com Mr. ROBERT C . BYRD. Mr . President, Even assi1roing there were no other · mi ttee or its chairman deems that such ac I move to lay that motion on the table. remedy whatsoever, and there is, I main-tlo n ls necessary or appropriate to enable th The motion to lay on the table was tain that the burden of proof to show select co=ittee to make the invest~tio agreed to. violation for these questionable FAA pro-and study authorized an<1 directed by t."'..':~------••••••-:-resolutlon ; (ll) to have access through the cedures must rest upon the FAA and agency o! any members ot the select. com- lllIESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE upon anyone who defends them. not. upon mittee, chief majority counsei. minority those who oppose them. I repeat, that counsel. or any of its investigatory assiStants A message from the House of Repre• even if there were no other remedies Jointly design&ted by- the ch&irman and the sentatives by Mr. _ Hackney, one of its than those .of the FAA. they are still ranking minority member to a.ny <1ata. evi- reading clerks, informed the Senate that, improper and the burden of proVing their dence. intormatlon. report, s.nalJllla. or doe- pursuant to the provisions of section constitutionality and legality rests on ument or papers relating to a.ny of ti» mat- 1202, title 12, Public Law 91-452, the those who a.ffi.tm them 50 heatedly, not ters or questions which it ls authorized a.nd Speaker had appointed Mr . KASTEm4EIBJl, upon anyone who resists them.. . ' directed to investigate and study In the eus- if - Mr H tody or under the control of any depart- Mr . EDWARDS of Cal' om.la, · OTCH- The majority of these have not even ment , agency, omcer , ol"'employee o! the ex- INSON, and Mr. SANDMAN as members of been tested at law. · ecutiv& branch of the United states Gov- the National Commission on Individual· Mr. President. i! I could prove that " ernment having the power und"r the laws Rights. on the part of the House. the FAA regulations cannot, do not. and of the · United States to inve6tlgate a.ny al- The message also informed the Senate will not work , I would mollify some of lege<1 criminal activities or to pr06eCUte per- that, pursuant to the provisions of sec- my critics.- win some friends-, but lose- · 
~~~;e~h:~~~ ~ ~:'::~!;:! :~~ tion 123 (a), Public Law 91-605, the the main question__ 
to prepare for- or conduct the investigation Speaker had appointed Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. And. Mr. President; if I could prove; and study author!Ud and directed by this GRAY, Mr. DoN H. CLAUSEN, and Mr. here or in court, that I have been i,eparesolutton; and (12) to expend to the ex- SNYDER a.s members of the Commission rately . and singly harassed at · airports, · tent it determines necessary or appropriate on Highway Beaut1flcation, on the pan; that other Senators, Congressmen, their a.ny moftys made available to it by the Sen- of the House, _ · ste.lr members, members of the Presiate to perform th" duties and e;erclses the The message announced that the dent's Cabinet, their sta:ffs and families, powers conferred upQn it by this J"'6olution House had passed , without amendment, have done exactly as I have done with• " and to make t!le Investigation and study th · · t l ti (SJ R 37) to d th · It ls author!Ud by this resolution to make. e JOlll reso u on . . es. es• out harassment-if I could prove all at, (b) Subpenas may b& issu,d by the select ignate the Manned Spacecraft Center in Mr. President-I 'would have mollified committee acting through the chairman or Houston, Tex., as the "Lyndon B. John•. some critics, won some friends, and lost any other member designated by him , and son Space Center" in honor of the late the main question.. · 
may be served by any person designated by President. And. Mr. President, if ·r prove too such chairman or other member anywhere quickly here that devices other than mass . v;lthin the borders of the United States. The airport search. seizure, and arrest--for chairman <>f the select committee, or any , QUORUM CALL t · tly h t we dealing witll oth er member thereof , 1s hereby . authorized Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr . President, harres thIS exacI hwlla.__ _are llified . to administer oabbs to any witnesses appear- ere, en s a .,..ve mo · some Ing be!ore the committee. ·r suggest the absence of a quorum. critics, . won some friends, but will have 

(c) In preparing for or coµducting the in- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk lost the main question. 
vestlgatlon and study authorized and di- will call the roll. Finally, Mr. President, even if I prove reoted by this resolution , the select co=it- The legislative clerk proceeded to call · that the FA..'\. has not attempted -to estee shall be empowered to e:<erclse the powers the roll. · tablish any legal validity at all for those· conferred upon committees o! the Senat& Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, I ask regulations--at least one airline is beby section sooa of title 18 of the United unanimous consent that the order for ginning to have some doubts.-and if I States code or any other Act of Congress the quorum call be rescinded . t blish th t th F' ·' A ted · · regulating the grant ing of !mmun!ty to wit- es a a e n.n. ac m an tr-nesses. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without resPOI1Sible and haphazard fashioo, I will 

SEc. 4 .. The select committee shall have objection, it is so ordered. . have mollified some critics. won some 
aut hority to recommend the enactment of friends but will have lost the main ques-, any new congressional leglslatlon which Its SKYJACKING tion. investigation considers it ls necessary or de- The important question in this issue sira ble to safeguard the electoral process by Mr. HARTKE. Mr. Presiden t , it ls my is not harassment of me personally, not wh ich the President of the Un.lted States is plan to bring to the attention- of this better alternative devices. not the lnef
cho sen. body a series of issues concerning the fectua.lity of the PA.A methods.. The im-SEC. 5. The select committee shall make a operation of the Federal Aviation Ad-' port .ant question in this issue-.in my final report o! the resU.lts of the in vest!ga- ministration. · · t · th t · rt t tion and stu dy conducted by It pursuant to JUagmen • pernaps e mos unpo an this resolut ion. together with Its findings I have made a statement for the CON- issue over the next two decades-is one and its recommendations as to new congres- GRESSIONAL RECORD, listing some 27 not. onl~- at the very heart o.f my diSJ:)Ute siona l legislat ion It deems necessary or de- charges organized under seve n cate- with the FAA: it lies at the core-center sir:ible , to the Senate at the earlle st prac- gories. These run through the whole of the ne wsman's i=tmity issue; and it ticable date, but no . later than Fehrunry 28, gamut of FAA operations and policies. is even before this Chamber in the lm-1974. The select co=lttee may also submit /\.t th' ti I , . t poundment issue. to the Senate such Interim reports as it • · 1s me as " unanimo us con.sen . 
consld.-.ra appropriat.-.. After subm!salon or th a t an article appearing in th e \Vash- The e\iden::-e seems clear. Mr . Presl-lts final report, the select committee sha ll lngton Star of February 4, be printed in dent, tha t the F_-\_-\ has qu ite literally enb:,.,·e three calendar mont hs to close !ts the RECORD follow ing my remarks. d angered the live s of all American air 

(525) 





42. On February 9, 1973 H. R. Haldeman sent John Dean an "Eyes 

only" memorandum. Mr. Haldeman wrote: 

Obviously the key on the Ervin Committee is the 
minority staff and more importantly, the minority 
counsel. We've got to be sure we get a real tiger, 
not an old man or a soft-head, and although we let 
the committee membership slip out of our grasp, we've 
got to find a way to be sure we get the very best man 
we can for counsel. 

He directed Dean to have the Attorney General "order the FBI project 

on the 1968 bugging ••• ", so as to gather the data on whether the 

President was subject to bugging during the 1968 campaign. He also 

stated that "Mitchell should probably have Kendall [President of Pepsi 

Cola Company] call DeLoach [former FBI Assistant Director now working 

for Mr. Kendall] in and say that if this project turns up anything that 

DeLoach hasn't covered with us, he will, of course, have to fire him." 

Page 
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42.1 H.R. HALDEMAN MEMORANDUM, FEBRUARY 9, 19'13, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 34-33, 
3 SSC 1240 

1240 

EXHIBIT No. 34-33 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

.. 
Obviously the key on the Ervin Committee is the minority staff 
and more importantly, the minority counsel. We've got to.be 
sure we get a real tiger, not an old man or a soft-head, and 
although we let the committee membership slip out of our grasp, 
we've got to find a way to be sure we get the very best man we 
can for counse4 

Also, you should go ahead and have Kleindienst order the FBI 
proj~ct on the 1968 bugging so as to gather the data. on that and 
get. the fullest pcrssible information. -

. Also, Mitchell should probably have Kendall call DeLoach in 
and say that if this project turns up anything that DeLoach hasn't 
covered with us, he will, of c;ourse, have to fire him. 
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42. 2 , H. R. HALDEMAN TEM.IMONY, AUGUST 1, 1973, 8 SSC 3203-05 

3203 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I will be glad to comment on the point there. 
Senator WEICKER. Sure. 
Mr. HALDE~IAN. I don't have a question to answer, but at some point 

it was my understanding that a comment had been made, and I believe 
by you, Senator vYeicker, to the effect that there was all this cash 
floating around in thi s campaign and Republi can candidates certainly 
didn't get any of this cash, and in reacting t-0 that statement, I asked 
Mr. Higby t-0 determine whether or not the funds that Mr. Kalmbach 
had raised for support of candidates for the Senate and House in 1970, 
whether there had not been a substantial contribution to your campaign 
in Connecticut at that time, and in fact whether there had not been a 
substantial cash contribution to your campaign. 

Senator WEICKER. All right. Then what happened? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I was told by Mr. Higby that he was-that it was 

confirmed to him by one individual that there had been a contribution 
by another that he was not able to give him the information as to 
whether there had been or whether it had in fact been in cash or not. 

Senator ,VEICKER. Now, first of all, do you have the statement that 
I made as to the fact that Republican candi dates in 1970 did not get 

. any help from the administration? Do you have that? 
Mr. HALDE~rAN. No. 
Senator ,VEICKER. Well, of course, there was no such statement by 

me. Any reference was made to the campaign of 1972, which I am 
going to get into in a short time anyway. 

Was there an attempt-in other words, was information sought as 
to whether or not these contributions were reported or not? 
· Mr. HALDEMAN. I do not believe so: The question that I was inter
ested in was whether there had been a cash contribution or not. 

Senator ,vEicKER. In other words, you were not interested in any 
way embarrassing this member of the committee? 

Mr. HALDE:lIAN. I was interested in finding out whether there was a 
cash distribution as a reaction to-

Senator WEICKER. Did you work with l\fr. Higby on this? . 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I talked to Mr. Higby about it. I think Mr. Higby 

made the phone calls. 
Senator WEICKER. And who did he talk to? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I am not sure. 
Senator WEICKER. Mr. DenH 
Mr. HALDElIAN. I believe so, but I am not sure. 
Sena,tor )VEICKER. Was Colson contacted on this matter? 
J\ .-\ E:\ A . I do not know. 
uena or EICKER. Let me just Tery briefly here now go over this set 

of papers which I think maybe we lost sight of even though all of them 
have been entered as exhibits, starting with the February 9, 1973, mem
orandum to John Dean from H. R. Haldeman, initialed by you. 

Mr. HALDE~IAN. Do I have that one? 
Senator '\-VErCKER. February 9, 1973. If you do nat, I should certainly 

want you to have it. . · 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I have February 10, Senator. . 
Senator WEICKER. I think you ought to have the February 9 one. 
·February 9, 1973, memorandum to John Dean from H. R. Halde-

man. ,vould yon see that l\fr. Haldeman gets a copy of it, and also, 
l\fr. Chairman, if it has not beennlready entered-has it been entered 
as an exhibit? Could counsel guide me on that one? 
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Mr. DASH. February 9? Yes. 
Senator ·WEICK.ER. February 9 memorandum. 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Senator "\VucKER. It is part of the series, February 9 and two 

February 10 memorandums.* . 
Now, this memorandum for John Tuan :from H. R. Jia.ldeman, 

"Eyes Only," initialed "H." 
· Obviously, the key on the Ervin Committee is the minority staff and more im

portantly, the :\1inority counsel. We've got to be sure we get a real tiger, not an 
old man or a soft'head-- · 

And I can attest to the fact that we did have a real tiger. 
and although we let the Committee membership slip out of our grasp, we've got 
to find a way to be sure we get the very best man we can for counsel. 

I have not concentrated on that since. "What does that mean: "and 
although we let the committee membership slip out of our grasp"? 
What happened there? · 

Mr. liALDEMAN. I do not lmow. [Laughter.] 
Senator WEICKER [reading]: 
Also, you should go ahead and have Kleindienst order the FBI project on the 

1968 bugging so as to gather the data on that and get the fullest possible 
information. . 

Also, Mitchell should probably have Kendall call DeLoach-

Is that Deek DeLoach? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. 
Senator WEICK.ER [reading]: 
Have Kendall call DeLoach in and say that if this project turns up anything 

that DeLoach hasn't covered with us, he will, of course, have to fire him. 
What does that-I really do not lmow what that means at all. What 

is being referred to there? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. That is referring to the 1968 bugging of Mr. Nixon 

and Mr. Agnew and apparently, others in the campaign or in connec
tion with that campaign which took place at a time that Mr. DeLoach 
was a-I am not sure of his title but a high official in the FBI and with 
which it was presumed Mr. DeLoach was familiar. 

Senator WEICKER. Well, how do you presume, just out of curiosity, 
to indicate that if :M:r. DeLoach is not forthcoming that Mr. Kendall 
should fire him? Mr. Kendall is not employed by the Government, is he 
in-is this the gentleman who is the head of Pepsico, is that right? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. That is correct. 
Senator WEICKER. And Mr. DeLoach, I gather, is an employee of 

Pepsico, is that right 1 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes, he is now. 
Senator "\VEICKER. I see. Well--· 
l\fr. HALDEMAN. He was--
Senator WEICKER. I do not understand how you issue a memorandum 

indicating that if this individual does not cooperate l\fr. Kendall 
should have him fired. Did you have some hold or did Mr. Mitchell 
.have some hold over Mr. Kendall? 

~fr. HALDEMAN. Mr. Mitchell had a personal relationship with Mr. 
Kendall and I think l\fr. Mitchell had been in touch with Mr. Kendall 

*The documents referred to were previously entered aa exhibit No. 34-33. See Book 3, 
p; 1240. 
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or Ml'. DeLoach or both regarding this matter and had not gotten the 
information that he was seeking and this was a question of applying 
additional pressure to attempt to get the information from ~fr. De
Loach that they had not received. 

Senator 'WEICK.ER. Oh, I see. In other words, we now have the White 
House reaching down in the person of you and I gather saying to 
citizens of this country that if they do not do what is asked of them, 
they will be fired. I do not see any other interpretation on that. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. That is the suggestion that is there. [Laughter.] · 
Obviously, there was no ability on our part to carry it out. 

Senator WEICKER. You took a good swing at the pitch, I will say ____ that. 

Mr. lliLDEMAN. Pardon mei , 
Senator WEICKER. You took a good swing at the pitch, I will say that. 
Then the memorandum of February 10, from the White House, 

Washington, February 10, 1973, memorandum for John Dean from 
Larry Higbv. Do you have that memorandum 1 

Mr. HALDEMAN. From Dean ,to Higby, on the 10th, no. 
Senator WEICKER. All right. I have to-would somebody please .. 

give--
Mr. HALDEMAN. Excuse me. We do have it, Senator. 
,Senator WEICKER. This one is confidential, February 10, memoran

dum for John Dean from Larry Higby. [Reading:] 
As I am sure Bob's probably mentioned to you, we need to get a thorough item

ization as quickly as possible of all the disrup tions that occurred in the campaign. 
We'll need this for Watergate tactics with the Ervin Committee. That is, the 
Democratic planned activities at the Century Plaza together with pictures, indi
cations of violence and Communist activity and all that sort of thing-the 
violence in San Francisco-the headquarters burning in . Phoenix and other 
areas-the demonstrations at the Statue of Liberty, et cetera. · 

' •You know, I saw that memorandum and had sort of a very familiar 
ring to it when I saw the memorandum dated February 10, i973. This 
pretty much, if I am not mistaken, is the wording of the testimony 
that you gave to this committee today, was it not~ 

Mr. HALDEMAS'. It relates to several of the same incidents, yes. They 
are incidents-they were the incidents that come immediately to mind 
of those-of the kind of thing we were talking about. · 

Senator WEICKER. Certainly, I do not think either of us could con
sider these tactics t-0 get the truth to the Ervin committee without 
violating the constitutional concepts of executive privilege or separa-
tion of powers. . 

Mr. HALDElIAN. This was not in relation to getting truth to the Ervin 
committee. This was in relation to getting the truth regarding activity 
by the opposition out to the American people. 

Senator WEICKER. As far as I am concerned, everything I have heard 
so far in the way of these memorandums and what is going on behind 
the scene was to bomb the En·in committee right out of the water 
rather than go ahead and get the tntth to it. 

Then , we do know the second memorandum of Febmary 10~ 19't3, 
which you and I have discussed this morning. This is the one: "We 
need to :zet our people to put ont the story on the foreign or Communist 
money that was used in support of the demonstrations against the 
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ship meeting that was then in session in the Cabinet room. Timmons 
reported that the Senate was going to begin debate on Senator Ervin's 
resolution that afternoon. Timmons ,vas instructed to request Senator 
Hugh Scott to come to his office after the leadership meeting and I was 
instructed to go to ~Ir. Timmons' office to explain the amendments to 
the resolution to Senator Scott. I was also told that I should tell the 
Senator-Senator Scott-to raise the 1968 bugging incident as a reason 
to expand the scope of the resolution with reference to prior Presi
dential elections. I left to brief Senator Scott with the feeling that the 
meeting had accomRlished nothing. I went to Timmons' office, had a 
brief meeting with ~enator Scott, and, as I was returning to my office, 
I ran into Dick Moore who told me that he felt that the meeting had 
been useless. I agreed. 

On February 7, Timmons informed me that the 1Yhite House amend
ments had been v-irtually rejected out of hand and the resolution 
adopted 77-0. Timmons told me he had discussed with Haldeman the 
possibilities of suggesting- names for the Republican side of the Select 
Committee with Senator Scott, and Scott seemed receptive. On Febru
ary 8, the members of this committee were named and I recall Timmons 
telling me that Haldeman had ,:chewed him out," but Timmons told 
me Scott had ne\'er given him a chance to make ~ny recommendation. 

On February 9, I had planned to go to Florida for a week or 10 
days. The President had departed for San Clemente, and it appeared 
that everyone could relax for a while. In midafternoon, however, my 
plans were changed when I received a call from Ehrlichman in San 
Clemente telling me that he wanted Mr. 1Ioore and me to come to 
California that night so that he could discuss in full detail the prob
lems of how to deal with the forthcoming Senate hearings. Ehrlich
man indicated that he and Haldeman were going to have some avail
able time over the weekend, so we should come immediately. I contacted 
Mr. Moore, who was about to take a train trip to southern Virginia 
with his young son and wife. Moore said that since he was packed he 
would merely fly west instead of training south. )fr wife and I and 
the :Moores all fle,v to San Diego on the evening of February 9. 

' THE LA CosT.-\ )ftETIXGS 

Evervone was staving at the La Costa Resort Hotel. s011th of San 
Clemente. The meetings with Haldeman ancl Ehrlichman, )[om·e and 
myself ran for 2 days, and I would estimate they inrnh-ed between 12 
to 14 hours of discussion. The meetings began on Saturday morning .. 
Februarv 10, at San Clemente, but the discussion did not begin to take 
any foc11s until Saturday afternoon and SnndaY. when "-e n1et in 
Haldeman's villa at La Costa. Based on notes I to'ok during- the meet
ing I will attempt to reconstruct ,vhat transpired. I should also noint 
out that before I departed San Clemente to return to La Costa T was 
ginn senral memorandums, which I hare submitted to the committee, 
which directly relate to what occnrred at La Costa. 

fThe documents were marked exhibit Xo. ~-!--:1:3.*] 
)fr. DE-\X. I did not look at thest> memorandmns nntil seyeral davs 

after the meeting- and was rath0r surprist'd that lfaldPmnn would st:lh' 
in writing specific instrnctions to me reganling- his thottghts on pt>r-

•see n. 1210. 
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petuating the 'Watergate tactics or the coventp by a counteroffensfre 
against the forthcoming Senate hearings. What had happened by this 
point in time was that the conrup had become a way of life at the 
1Ybite Honse, and having made it to this point, those inrn1ved were 
becoming careless and more open about it. Also,, the Senate ·was clitfcr
ent than the courts, grand jury, FBI, and the like that had been dPalt 
with earlier. 

e re turning to the substance of the La Costa meetings, I ·would 
like to note that :Mr. Moore and I had talked on many occasions about 
the 1Vatergate affair and the damage it was doing. ~Ir. :Yioore is the 
only person-other than Mr. O'Brien on a few occasions-to whom I 
ever expressed my deep concern about the matter, particularly the 
coverup. vVhile Moore did not know all the facts he knew a great deal 
and was becoming increasingly aware of the dimensions of the prob
lems. I talked to Moore far differently than anyone else. I talked to 
him about how we could end this matter once and for all. I expressed 
my concern to him often about how to end the matter before it ruined 
the second term of the President. I was concerned that it was not going 
to simply go away, and I had learned that the press was becoming 
aware of other illegal activities at the White House. I never discussed 
these other matters with Moore, but I told him the coverup was bigger 
than the .. Watergate incident per se. The more that we talked about it 
the less we could find a solution-so the coverup proceeded. 

As I have indicated, the purpose of what I call the La Costa meet
ings, was how to deal with this committee's investigation of the "\Vater
gate. The ·watergate trial was over and that problem appeared to be 
over. The next major problem was the Senate hearings. It was realized 
that it was going to take an all-out effort by the ,vhite House to deal 
with the Senate. inquiry, because of the scope of the resolution, the 
composition of the committee, the investigative powers of the com
mittee, and the general feeling that the Senate was a hostile world for 
the ·white House. Haldeman and Ehrlichman ·were disappointed that 
the efforts to influence the Senate resolution creating the Select Com
mittee had failed, as well as the White House efforts to recommend 
members to the Select Committee. Thus, the focus of the discussion was 
how to deal with the committee hc;nceforlh. 

It was during the morning meeting •in Ehr1ichman's office at San 
Clemente that there was a discussion of the members of this com
mittee. Ehrlichrnan said that the White House could not look for any 
help from the Democrats. I recall that when we were discussing the 
Democratic members of this committee, and I read from the Con
gressional Directory the data on Senator Inouye, Ehrlichman said that 
his name is pronounced "A·in't-no-way" and then said, indeed, there 
ain't-no-way he's going to give us anything but problems. rLaughter.] 

The Republican members of this committee were also discussed in 
that morning meeting. It was Ehrlichman who was doing most of the 
assessing, but occasionally Haldeman would add a comment. Senator 
vVeicker was an independent who could give the White House prob
lems. Senator Gurney would help the "\Vhite House and would not have 
to be told to do so. I recall that Ehrlichman said that Senator Gurney 
needs the vVhite House because. former Congressman Cramer may 
take him on in his next primary. Senator Gurney was considered a 
sure friend and protector of the President's interest. Senator Baker 
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43. On February 10 and 11, 1973 H.R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, 

John Dean and Special Counsel to the President Richard Moore met at 
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to discuss strategy for the hearings of the Senate Select Cotmnittee on 

Campaign Activities. The meeting was called because the President 
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strategy should be adopted with respect to the White House position on 

executive privilege and other similar matters. The meetings involved 

between 8 and 14 hours of discussion. It was agreed that CRP rather 

than the White House would take primary responsibility for the defense 

on Watergate-related matters and that John Mitchell should be asked to 

coordinate these activities, According to Ehrlichman there was dis

cussion of possible dilatory tactics with respect to the hearings of 

the Senate Select Committee on Campaign Activities. One tactic con

sidered was monetary assistance to the attorneys for the Watergate defen

dants in possibly seeking judicial delay of the hearings. It was agreed 
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ship meeting that was then in session in the Cabinet room. Timmons 
reported that the Senate was going to begin debate on Senator Ervin's 
resolution that afternoon. Timmons was instructed to request Senator 
Hugh Scott to come to his office after the leadership meeting and I was 
instructed to go to l\fr. Timmons' office to explain the amendments to 
the resolutiou to Senator Scott. I was also told that I should tdl the 
Senator-Senator Scott-to raise the 1968 bugging incident as a reason 
to expand the scope of the resolution with reference to J?rior Presi
dential elections. I left to brief Senator Scott "·ith the feelmg that the 
meeting had accomplished nothing. I went to Timmons' office, had a 
brief meeting with Senator Scott, and, as I ,vas returning to my office, 
I ran into Dick )foore who told me that he felt that the meeting h_ad 
been useless. I agreed. . 

On February 7, Timmons informed me that the ·white House amend
ments had been virtually rejected out of hand and the resolution 
adopted 77-0. Timmons told me he had discussed with Haldeman the 
possibilities of suggesting names for the Republican side of the Select 
Committee with Senator Scott, and Scott seemed receptfre. On Febru
ary 8, the members of this committee were named and I recall Timmons 
telling me that Haldeman had "chewed him out," but Timmons told 
me Scott had never given him a chance to make ~ny recommendation. 

On February 9, I had planned to go to Florida for a week or 10 · 
days. The President had departed for San Clemente, and it appeared 
that everyone could relax for a while. In midafternoon~ however, my 
plans were changed when I receh·ed a call from Ehdichman in San 
Clemente telling me that he wanted Mr. :Moore and me to come to 
California that night so that he could discuss in full detail the prob
lems of how to deal with the forthcoming Senate hearin~s. Ehrlich
man indicated that he and Haldeman were _going to ha,·e some avail
able time over the weekend, so we should come immediately. I contacted 
Mr. Moore, who was about to take a train trip tq southern Virginia 
with his young son and wife. :Moore said that since he was packed he 
would merely fly west instead of training south. 1\Iv wife and I and 
the :Moores all flew to San Diego on the evening of February 9. 

THE L\ CosTA 1[EETIXGS 

Evervone was staving at the La Costa Resort Hotel. sonth of San 
Clemente. The meetings with Haldeman and Ehrlichnrn.n. ::\Ioore and 
myself ran for 2 days, and I would t>stimate the,v inrnln:-d between 1:2 
to 14: hours of discussion. The meetings beg-an on Saturday morning~ 
February 10, at San Clemente, but the discussion did not begin to take 
anv focus until~atnrday afternoon and Sunclav. when we met in 
H~ldeman's villa at La Costa. Bast>cl on notes I took during- the meet-

• ing I will attempt to reconstruct what transpired. I should also noint 
out that before I departed San Clemente to return to La Costa I was 
given several memorandums, which I have submitted to the committee, 
which directlv relate to what occurred at La Costa. 

rThe docu~ents were marked exhibit No. 3-1:--~3.*] 
Mr. DEAX. I did not look at these ml'morandmns until sereral days 

after the meeting and was rather surprised that Haldeman would st11te 
in writing specific instructions to me regarding- his tho11ghts on per-

•see p. 1240. 
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petuating the \Vatergate tactics or the covernp by a counteroffensiw 
against the forthcoming Senate hearings. TVn11t had happened by this 
point in time was that the co\·erup had become a way of life at the 
vVhite House, and having made it to this point, those innih'ed were 
becoming careless and more open about it. Also, the Senate was differ
ent than the courts, grand jnrv, FBI, and the Iike that had been de,tlt 
with earlier. ~ 

Before turning to the substance of the La Costa meetings, I would 
like to note that Mr. ·Moore and I had talked on manv occasions about 
the vVatergate affair and the damage it was doing. ~fr. Moore is the 
only person-other than Mr. O'Brien on a few· occasions-to whom I 
ever· expressed my deep concern about the matter, particularly. the 
coverup. vVhile Moore did not know all the facts he knew a great deal 
and was becoming increasingly aware of the dimensions of the prob
lems. I talked to ·Moore far differently than anvone else. I talked to 
him about how we could encl this matfer once ari'd for all. I expressed 
my concern to him often about how to end the matter before it ruined 
the second term of the President. I was concerned that it was not going 
to simply go away, and I had learned that the press was becoming 
aware of other illegal activities at the "White House. I never discussed 
these other ma:tters with Moore, but I told him the coverup was bigger 
than the ,.Watergate incident per se. The more that we talked about it 
the less we could find a solution-so the coverup proceeded. 

As I have indicated, the purpose of what I call the La Costa meet
ings, was how to deal with this committee's investigation of the "\Vater
gate. The 'Watergate trial was over and that problem appeared to be 
over. The next major problem was the Senate hearings. It was realized 
that it was going to take an all-out effort by the White House to deal 
with the Senate inquiry, because of the scope of the resolution, the 
composition of the committee, the investigative powers of the com
mittee, and the general feeling that the Senate was a hostile world for 
the vVhite House. Haldeman and Ehrlichman were disappointed that 
the efforts to influence the Senate resolution creating the Select Com
mittee had failed, as well as the "\Vhite House efforts to recommend 
members to the 'Select Committee. Thus, the focus of the discussion was 
how to deal with the committee henceforth. 

It was during the morning meeting ,in Ehrlichman's office at San 
Clemente that there was a discussion of the members of this com
mittee. Ehrliohman said that the 'White Hous,e could not look for any 
help from the Democrats. I recall that when we were discussing the 
Democratic members of this committee, and I read from the Con
gressional Directory the data on Senator Inouye, Ehrlichman said that 
his name is pronounced "A,in't-no-way" and then said, indeed, there 
ain't-no-way he's going to give us anything but problems. fLaughter.] 

The Republican members of this committe,e were also discussed in 
that morning meeting. It was Ehrlichman who was doing most of the 
assessing, but occasionally Haldeman would add a comment. Senator 
vVeicker was an independent who could give the TVhite House prob
lems. Senator Gurney would help the "\Vhite House-and would not have 
to be told to do so. I recall that Ehr1ichman said that Senator Gurney 
needs the White House because former Congressman Cramer ma;r 
take him on in his next primary. Senator Gurney was considered a 
sure friend and protector of the President's interest. Senator Baker 
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was an unknown, and neither Haldeman nor Ehrlichman knew which 
way he niight go. [Laughter.] 

Senator ERvI::-.. The audience will please refrain from demonstrating 
in respect to the testimony. 

Mr. DEAN. I might add that in a subsequent discussion I had with 
the President he also reached ~ similar conclusion regarding the Re
publicans. He thought that Senator Baker might help, but he was not 
sure. He was confident, however, that Senator Gurney would protect 
the "\\'bite House and would do so out of political instinct and not have 
to be persuaded to do so. 

The long and short of this morning discussion was that the ·whit~ 
House had one foiend-Senator Gurney-and the possibility of wooing 
and winning another. 

Later, after the meeting had reconvened at La Costa, the discussion 
turned to a general approach about how to deal ,Yith the Select Com
mittee. Ehrlichman suggested that it should be publicly analogized 
to the ITT hearings-that is, the hearings were a waste of time to the 
Senate, they were very partisan, and ultimately repudiated by the 
Senate when Kleindienst was confirmed. After a general discussion, 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman concluded that the theory for dealing 
with this committee should be as follows : The Wbite House will take 
a public posture of fulI cooperation, but privately will attempt to 
restrain the investigation and make it as difficult as possible to get 
!information and witnesses. A behind-the-scenes media effort would be 
made to make the Senate inquiry appear very partisan. The ultimate 
goal would be to discredit the hearings and reduce their impact by 
attempting to show that the Democrats have engaged in the '?ame type 
of act-ivities. 

During the meeting on Saturday afternoon (February 11), Ehr
lichman instructed me to call ·wally Johnson and tell .Johnson that he 
was to go visit with Senator Baker during the then congressional 
recess to find out how Senator Baker planned to operate-that is, 
was he going to be friend or foe-and to ask Senator Baker how the 
White House could aid him, particularly regarding the selection of 
the minority counsel. Prior to making the call. I asked Ehrlichman if 
I should arrange to give Johnson some kind of briefing before he ,vent 
to see Senator Baker, so that he would know fact from fiction when 
talking with the Senator about the 1Vatergate. Ehdichman said that 
was not necessary. I called Mr. ,Johnson while the discussions pro
ceeded and passed the message to him. He said he would proceed 
immediately. 

At one point in the meeting, Ehrlichman raised the question of 
whether or not the Select Committee was g-oing to be able to obtain 
the grand jury minutes and other investigative records from the FBI 
and the U.S. Attorney's Office. I said I did not know r.,1d then a dis
cussion of ,possible legal options ensued. No one really knew what the 
law might be regarding this matter, but Ehrlichman stated that the 
Attorney General will have to be told that the Justice Department 
should resist turning over such records, and that I should get word 
back to the attorneys for the defendants that they should fight the 
release of these investigative records to the Senate on the grounds that 
it would haYe an adverse impact on their appeals. 
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1Yhen discussing how to handle the press coverage of the Senate 
hearings, Haldeman suggested that Pat Bucha nan be used as a watch
dog of the press . :\Ir. Buchanan could prepare speeches on the biased 
pres~ conral;ic. H e c,~u~d write op-eel articl es and .actually attend th~ 
l1earmgs an.:t be a '\"Vh1te House spokesman to take the pressure ofi 
Ziegler's daily briefings. It was decided by Haldeman and Ehrlich
man that Mr. Baroody's 'White House attack group-a group of media
oriented 1Vhite House aides who meet virtually every morning to 
determine how to counter ad,,erse news or push vVhite House pro
grams-should not be involved. 

There was also discussion during the La Costa me.eting of the role · 
the reelection committee would play during the Senate hearings, ·rt 
was decided that the reelection committee should have a new titular 
head. Several names were suggested and rejected and the matter was 
left unresolved. However, it was decided that the reelection committee 
should beef up its legal and public relations staffs. Paul O)Brien and 
Ken Parkinson should be given any additional legal staff they ,wished, 
as they would be responsible for handling witnesses from the com
mittee who would be called to the Hill to testify. •::\Ir. Van Shumway, 
who had been handling press relations for the reelection committee; 
would be asked to remain on and provided with any additional staff 
he needed. Mr. Moore would have general onrsight o'f 1:Mr. Shumway's 
operation. 

At one point, Haldeman suggested that the reelection committee 
hire private investigators to dig out information aibout the Demo
cratic campaigns. I raised the ·wisdom of this because I thought it 
was more political surveillance. The matter was left unresolved. 

There was lengthy discussion of the importance of the minority 
counsel. Mr. Moore related back to some episodes during the McCarthy 
hearings. Both Ehrlichman and Haldeman felt very strongly about 
having a man, as minority counsel: "·ho would work with the ·white 
House. A number of suggestions were made and discussed. Ehrlich
man thought that l\fr. Fred Buzhardt ,rnuld be an excellent choice. 
I " ... as asked to come up with some names for consideration as soon 
as possible and report back. 

It was toward the end of the meeting on Sunday afternoon, Febru, 
ary H, that Ehrlichman raised the bottom line question: would the 
seven \Vatergate defendants remain silent through the Senate hear
ings? I say this was a bottom line question because the entire strategy 
was based on this continued silence. I reported that I could not answer 
the question because I did not know. I said that I understood that 
they were still demanding more money, but as we had discussed pre
viously, there was no more money available. I told both Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman that I had carried their messages to Mitchell, that 
this is something that they w-ould have to take care of-I think the 
transcript is confused, this was something he should take care of, he, 
Jfitchell , but that thev were :nnne of ::\[itchell's feelings that this was 
something that the 1Yhite Honse should be concerned about. I said as 
far as I was concerned, that they wonld han to take this np with 
Mitchell in that 1\Iitchcll felt it was a matter for the 1Vhite House. 

At this point, Ehrlichma.n told :\Ir. J\foore--who was hearing all 
this fo.r the first time-that he, :\Ioore, should go to Jfikhcll and 

(539) 



43.1 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 25, 1973, 3 SSC 982-86 

986 

simply lay it out that it was Mitchell's responsibility to raise the nec
essary funds ior these men. It had been decided at the outset of the 
first day of the meetings that Moore would go to New York and report 
to :Mitchell on what had been resolved regarding dealing with the 
Senate hearings, and now Ehdichman was telling Moore that an im
portant element of his visit with Mitchell would be for him to get 
Mitchell to raise the necessary future 'funds for the seven '\Vatergate 
defendants. 

The meeting concluded on this item and :Moore and I depart~d to
gether. I told him as we walked back to our rooms that I was very 
distressed that this had come up in his presence, but that he now had 
a very real idea of the dimensions of the situation. I told him I did 
not think that he should get involved in carrying such a message to 
Mitchell. ,~fr. Moore was concerned, but felt that he had an obliga
tion to do what Ehrlichman and Haldeman expected of him, but he 
did not understand why they thought that he could change Mitchell's 
mind. Shortly after Moore and I departed, I went to Los Angeles to 
join my wife at her mother's home and we left for Florida the next 
morning, February 12, 19'73. 

FOLLOWING · UP ON THE LA CosTA MEETINGS 

iWhile in Florida, I received calls from Hig-by, Moore, Johnson, and 
others following up on the matters that had been set in motion at the 
La Costa meeting. 

On February 13, I received a call from Johnson, who informed me 
that he had talked with Senator Baker by telephone. He told me that 
he had informed Senator Baker that he would serve as the White 
House liaison to the Select Committee. 

Johnson reported that Senator Baker had told him that a personal 
visit was not necessary, that they could talk when he returned to 
Washington from Tennessee. Johnson said that he had discussed the 
minority counsel position with Senator Baker, and the Senator said 
he did not want any official input from the '\Vhite House and had 
already given some thought to the qualifications he was seeking in his 
minority counsel. 

Johnson reported that the Senator had 50 names already under 
. consideration and planned to make his selection in the next fow davs. 

Johnson told me that he didn't think Senator Baker had ruled out the 
-yvhite House's making some suggestions, but we would ha,·e to move 
quickly. 

Mr. Johnson also reported that Senator Baker had told him that the 
White House should be concerned about the President's posture ,·is-a
vis the Senate inquiry. 

Finally, he reported that Senator Baker had indicated that he and 
the chairman would be getting together after the recess and would 
discuss staffing and procedural matters at that time . I passed this 
report to Haldeman via Mr. Higby. 

On February 14, Paul O'Brien came to visit me in Florida. He 
arrived in the evening and we went out to dinner. Nothing of sub
stance was discussed that evening other than some hand wrinl!ing o,·er 
the ~eneral situation. O'Brien came to Florida to get a report from me\ 
on what had oceurred· at the La Costa meeting. He told me that 

(540) 



43. 1 H. R. HALDEMAN MEMORANDUM, FEBRUARY 9, 1973, SSC EXHI BI 'l.' NO. 
34-33, 3 SSC 1240 

1240 

EXHIBIT No . 34-33 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

.. 
Obviously the key on the Ervin Committee is the minority staff 

and more importantly, the minority counsel. We've got to .be 

sure we get a real tiger, not an old man or a soft-head, and 

although we let the committee membership slip out of our grasp, 

we've got to find a way to be sure we get the very best man we 
can for counsel. 

Also, you should go ahead and have Kleindienst order the FBI 

projG!ct on the 196 8 bugging so as to gather the data on _that and 
get. the fullest po-ssible information . 

. . Also, Mitchell should probably have Kendall call De Loach in 

and say that if this project turns up anything that DeLoach hasn't 

covered with us, he will, of c;ourse, have to fire him. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Co!\J r:1 r) c f\f1 ! /\I r1 lJLI .... -
February 10, 1973 

MEMORANDUM FOR : JOHN DEAN 

FROM: L. HIGBY_[,_ 

As I'm sure Bob.'s probably mentic;,ned to you, we need to get 
a thorough itemization as quickly as possible of all the disruptions 
that occurred in the campaign. We'll need this for our Watergate 
tactics with the Ervin Committee. That is, the Democratic planned 
activities at the Century Plaza together with pictures, indications of 
violence and Communist activity and all that so11t of thing - the 
violence in San Francisco - the headquarters burning in Pl1oenix· · 
and other areas - the demonstrations a.t the Statue of Liberty, etc. 
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Fobruary JO. 1973 

JOHN DEAN 

\to need to cr:t cur people to put out tha 1:to:-y on the !o:-cign or 
, Comm\mi:;t .noncy lhat w~a ur.od in ou;>pc)rt of dcmonstr~tion:, 
· .:i.gain:;t tho Prcd,:!c;;.t in °1972. We ::houl:l .tio ~ll l97Z demon• 

ntrat.ioc:i to McGo,-cl'n .lml thus to tho Dcmocr:1.ta ap p~rt of 
tho pee.co moven~cnt. 

The invo5tl~eticn c;hould he brought to i:icludc:, tho pc.ice mOVC!• 

ment whir.h lc;1.ci;; tllractly to McGoYc:rn ~ntl Todtly .Kc=cdy. 
'r!i.ia io ~ (:cod cc.u.. .. torcffcn:i!vc to bo <lcvc!opctl. In this conr.cct:!o:i 
wo need to itcrni::c dl the dii;rupt:.ono auch ao tha Cc:1t::ry Pfo..::a, 
So.n Fl':-.nct-:;co, Statue o! Libcr~, and ao , on • 

. You r;;hou!rl cdidtely o~i:1cr Gi::ly to r;o ah:.ad o:i tho FBI1nv~cUg:i.Uon 
nz~j..'l:;t thor.;o who t,lppc:1 t{h:on .i.nd li.&n~1,7 in 1')68. 

Wo n::~cl to dcvclo? the pb.n on to whet extent the Democrata were 
responciblo £o1.• t!ie -!cmon~t1~Hono fo.:.t lc.:2d to violence or clio
ruptiot1. 

There 1JJ ulco tho qucctlon .of v,,hcthcr wo i;hocldlct cut the Fort \ ·'.'.1.yno 

a~!lry nc,,v, - th::.t ,·,o ran n clean ·c~m~-Oi!;n -comp3;:-cd to thclra o! libel 
o.nd al:rn<lor cuch ~:l ci;dn:.t Rcbozo, etc. · 

\';c co':lld let .Svo.n~ end Nov;,.l~ p\,t it .ot:t o.nd_then bz o.okcd nbout it 
to m:i.kc tho p,;,ini: th:i.t wo klll;,.., o.nd the P,~ci;itlnnt: o:i.id it wz.o not to 
bo u.ocd any uac!c:r c~rcnn1c;t;incc:,. In r.ny event. ,ve have to play 
a. very h~!.·cl G,,mo o:i t!-:.io wl1olo thing :i.nd cot our inveoti~tion:; 
goin!,! ac a counter movo. 
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A review o:f my files would indicate that 99 out of a 100 times when 
one of these would come down it would go right in the file and go no 

er. 
ena or :.RVI:-;. Xow, returning to }fr. Buzhardt's assertion that the 

President was desirous, beginning in September, to have all of the facts 
revealed after the establishment of this committee, will you tell us 
again what meetings were had in the White House with respect to this 
committee, and who was present? 

Mr. DEAN. With dealing with this committee? 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. 
Mr. DEAN. With respect to the President or the leading up to that 

as well? 
Senator ERVI:N". ·well, I am particularly interested in the President, 

since Mr. Buzhardt says he was anxious that all facts be re\·ealed.' 
Mr. DEAN. \Vell, it was when the President was in San Clemente, 

and I arrived on the-left on the 9th, was out there on the 10th and Uth 
for meetings, I recall that-of February of this year, I recall that l\fr. 
Haldeman departed the .rpeeting once or twice and he finally told the 
President what we were meeting on while we were out there. 

We left there and went to, down to La Costa where the meetings 
proceeded and there we had the remainder of the 2 days of discussions 
about how to deal with this committee. During the course of the meet
ings at one point in time, as I had mentioned earlier,. there was an 
assessment made by Mr. Ehrlichman, there had been disappointment 
that they had not been able to influence the selection of the committee, 
there had been disappointment that they had not been able to amend 
successfully yoi1r resolution to put a bipartisan-you know, have equal 
representation between Republicans and Democrats; that the floor 
amendments that had been offered had been defeated. They-some of 
these are evidenced in the memorandum from Mr. Haldeman that is in 

._...._liiiiliil~._.wllmitted. 
enator RVIN. To make the testimony about that short, was that 

one of the times you said that the consensus was there should be an 
effort to show, to claim open cooperation with the committee bnt an 
effort to impede it from discovering the truth? 

Mr. DEAN. I would call the chairman's attention to the exhibit re
garding the meeting with the Attorney General where there was great 
concern that this committee might uncover additional criminal ac, 
tivity. There was also a very strained relationship at that point in 
time between the Attorney General and Mr. Haldeman and l\fr. Ehr
lichman. I was asked to prepare an agenda for the President to woo 
the President or have the President woo the Attorney General back 
into the family. The President was aware of the problem, and there 
is also spelled out somewhat in the agenda that was submitted to him, 
I believe, on February 22. 

Senator ERVIN. Now, returning to the President's desire about the 
truth, you spoke of some meeting that the ·President attended in which, 
after a press conference, he wondered if the ·committee was going to 
swallow the bait he had put out in the press conference about a court 
decision~ . · 

Mr. DEAN. That, was on St. Patrick's Dav. 
Senator ERVIN. That was-St. Patrick's Dav is the 17th. I believe. 

Now, before that, the President had a press conference, did he not, on 
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me just a very natural thing that inferences would be raised at some 
time in the futnre. vVe had a long walk on the beach on that particular 
day and we talked about a lot of subjects and this ,vas one of the sub
jects we talked about. 

Mr. DASH. Had you had any discussion with M:r. Colson or Mr. 
Hunt at that time about it? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. At that time? 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. EHRLICH"l\UN. Not that I can recall. 
Mr. DASH. It wonld seem unlikely that you would and it just is 

somewhat surprising that so early after the break~in you would even 
be talking about Executive clemency with the President. 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. vVho did it surprise, Mr. Dash? 
Mr. DASH. I said it does seem surprising. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. To you? 
Mr. DASH. To me, that you in .July, shortly after the break-in, before 

any indictments, that you would be discussing Executive clemency, but 
that is your testimony, that you did. 

Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. All right, that is what happened. 
Mr. DASH. And you never did after having any discussions with Mr. 

Dean later on in ,January? 
Mr. EHRLICIUIAN. I am sorry, I did not hear the question. 
Mr. DASH. And you never again discussed that with the President 

after talking with Mr. Dean about Executive clemency? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Never again? No, I think there were discussions 

in March and April of this year about the allegations that Mr. Dean 
was making. 

Mr. DASH. I am referring back earlier to the ,.January period be
cause, to put the point in time accurately, just before Mr. Hunt pleaded 
guilty is when Mr. Dean--

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Mr. Dean's original story was, of course, that I 
jumped up from the meeting and ran downstairs and popped into the 
Oval Office which. of course. was nonsense. So then, he contrived this 

o and neither one of them are tnrn, :Mr. Dash. 
,.illliflti~r~.-·A•sn!i!a. hn February 10, 1973, you, Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Dean, and 

Dick Moore did meet in La Costa, did you not? · 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us what the purpose of that meeting wasi 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, that meeting was called because the Presi-

dent had asked who was handling the preparation of the White House 
case for the Senate Select Committee hearings, and what planning 
was being done, and what was the v\tl1itc House position going to be 
on matters like executive privilege, and there were no answers to 
those questions. vVe had just come from the inaug-ural, everybody 
had been very busily occupied up to that point, and frankly, there 
was not anybody handling that, and so one of us. and I forget who, 
called ,John Dean and asked him to come out, and sit down and talk 
through this. whole snbject of 1Vhite House response, so to speak, 
to the upcoming hearings of the Senate Select Committee. 

Mr. DASH. vVell, did the discussion include i.ust--not only the vVhite 
House resnonse in general on executive privilege issues, but did it also 
include what steps you might take in terms of affecting the resolution 
authorizing this committee? 1Vhat steps you might take in obtaining 
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a minority counsel that would be helpful, and evaluation of members 
of the committee as has been testified by Mr. Dean before this commit
tee? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, there were-it was a little bit like attorneys 
meeting before a trial to talk about the upcoming trial and what 
the selection of the jury would be like, and the kind o:f jurors that you · 
would prefer to have in a case of this kind, and what opposing counsel 
was like and so on and so forth. It was sort of a general brainstorming 
session on the subject, and all those subjects that you mentioned 
came up, as did a whole raft of other subjects relating to these up
coming hearings. 

Mr. DASH. Now, are you aware of then what assignments were given 
to anybody to follow up on this discussion? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, Mr; Dean was given an assignment to· at
tempt to prepare a general statement of Watergate in its broadest 
aspects, money, Segretti, planning and discussion of the break-in, 
the widest kind of a preliminary statement because it was decided that 
rather than to die by inches in terms . of having questions asked and 
tiny bits of fact come out in answers through the process of the 
hearing, it would be much better if the entire story were laid out 
in a comprehensive statement in advance. So Mr. Dean was given that 
assignment. 

After a number of hours . of discussion, it was sort of the consensus 
of the meeting, that the best possible management entity would not 
be the 'White House or Government people but would be the Committee 
To Re-Elect, and so the thought was that the Committee To Re-Elect 
with John Mitchell stepping back into the management of it, would 
be an ideal focal point for all kinds of the various management 
problems associated with these hearings. 

Dick Moore was going to go and talk with John Mitchell about this 
idea. I heard the testimony about Dick Moore. going .up to talk to him 
about money, that had to do, as I recall, with a specific aspect of this. 
Mr. Dean raised the point that these de.fendants in the break-in case-
many of them either had cases that were pending sentencing, were on 
appeal, or in some kind of an interlocutory stage and that they might 
have the right to have their rights protected by seeking a judicial delay 
of the committee hearings. It was recognized in the course of passing 
that was going to obviously require the services of attorneys and the 
attorneys would have to be paid and so that was, as Dick Moore testi
fied. a rather passing subiect but neve1theless it was noticed as a money 
problem that could not be satisfied out of campaign funds and that 
he should also talk to John Mitchell that-- . 

Mr. DASH. But why would you, Mr. Ehrlichman, and Mr. Halde
man, and Mr. Dean, with your positions in the White House concern 
yourselves over the criminal defense. lawyers case that mfo:ht have 
some imnact on delaying this committee.was it a stratecrr issue~ 

Mr. _EHRLICHMA~. It was in the nature of a strategy is~me and it was 
a passmg strateey issue. I wouldn't want it to get out of proportion 
and have you focus on it. · 

Mr. DASH. I am not trying to focus on it. 
l\fr. EHnLICHMAN. Being sort of a central stratezy issue hAre, it was 

merely a glancing blow or passing refarence to an aspect of this which 
Mr. Dean raised as a legitimate part of the strat~gy questions. 
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Mr. DASH. All right. . 
Takino- it as a passino- blow or something, and not certamly a cen

tral the.n~e, it was consid~red as a strategy to keep this committee from 
going forward with its hearings. 

Mr. EHm,ICIDIAN. This meeting covered dilatory tactics, it c?verecl a 
wide variety of subjects, including dilatory tactics, but certamly not 
limited to them. 

Mr. DASH. vVhat did you have to oo afraid 0£? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Sir? 
Mr. DASH. What did you have to be afraid of the committee 'setting 

started? 
Mr. EHRLJ:CHMAN. I think it was conceived that the attack_ would be 

highly partisan, t.hat it would be strongly antiadministration, and anti 
the President. Senator Ervin was then believed to be a very partisan 
man, and I think there was strong concern that this whole process of 
this Select Committee would have worked to the serious disadvantage 
of the administration. There was no-there was certainly no acceptance 

the thot (T t the undertaking was totally benign .. 
i. r. ASH. 1s was on Febnmry 10, the La Costa meeting we are 

talking about. . 
Then, I take it, have you had an opportunity, and I don't want to 

take any time on it, to see the agenda items that Mr. Dean testified that 
later went in to the President concerning the discussion with Senator 
Baker and also minority counsel issues~ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, I did. I think that the suggestion that that 
somehow relates to the La Costa meeting is badly overdrawn and 
fanticized. I think Mr. Haldeman is your better witness on this, but 
from what I know of what took place at the La Costa meeting, the 
relationship between the two is much more tenuous than Mr. Dean 
attempted to draw out. 

Mr. DASH. I agree with you :Mr. Haldeman is, but in a followup of 
La Costa rather than La Costa. 

Mr. EHRLICH:\-IAN. No. Even there I think the proximate relationship 
is doubtful. 

Mr. DASH. Let's go back briefly to perhaps your diary which is not 
as accurate as the vVhite House log. On January 4, 1973, you indicated 
that you perhaps wouldn't take up in the presence of Dr. Kissinger the 
issue of Executive clemency. 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, I didn't say that. I just asked you if that was 
the meeting you were relating to. 

Mr. DASH. On January 4, 1973, does your diary show that you met 
with the President from 3 :02 p.m. to 4 :44 p.m. and that you were with 
Mr. Haldeman in that meeting from 3 :02 to 4 :44, which is the full 
period, Mr. Collins from 3 :04 to 3 :05, and 4 :18 to 4 :49, and Mr. Kis
singer-Dr. Kissinger 4 :30 to 5 :15. 

Mr. EHRLICIUIAN. vVell, I don't have all those refinements in my 
diary but I show that Dr. Kissinger was in the meeting I was in for 
approximately 45 minutes of a total of about 1 hour and 40 minutes, 
something of that kind. · 

Mr. DASH. There was a time when you were with the President and 
Mr. Haldeman and yourself alone? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I assume so. 
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Senator G"GRNEY. vVell, that could be understandable. How about 
Kalmbach; Kalmbach was your very good friend, was he not? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes; but he was also very knowledgeable in this 
case and he had been one of the people that I had interviewed to try 
to get information for the President on the money end of this thing, 
and so I considered him to be a witness, if you please, in the inquiry. 

Senator GURNEY. Of course, Kalmbach's reaction, as I am sure you 
know, was total shock at this recording. 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. I understand, and I regret very much but I had 
an assignment from the President that I felt I had to carry out. As a 
matter of fact, I did some checking on Mr. Haldeman, who is also 
my very good friend. I did that because I felt I had to brip.g to the 
President whatever information was available in the higher interest. 

Senator GURNEY. Are you saying now this is during- the period of 
time that the President had reassigned the business of Watergate to 
you and from Mr. Dean; is that correct? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. Goin,g-back to that, that assignment of investiga

tion of the Watergate to Dean, and now I am not talking about June
Jul v, I am talking about February of this year; as a matter offact, 
I think Dean talked to the President on February 27. 

ICH1\IAN. That is right. 
,..-e•n ... a•o•r•"'uRNEY. And in that conversation with the President, the 
President assigned the investigation of Watergate, at least that cur
rent phase of it, to Dean. As I recall, he said that he wanted Dean to 
report directly to him. He also said that it was taking up too much of 
your time and also Haldeman's time. Was that ever discussed with · 
vou or with Haldeman, the President's decision to have Dean now 
become the chief in vesti~tor of Watergate, February 2'7? 

Mr. El;IRLICHMAN. Yes, Senator, except chief investigator, I think, 
is slightly off the track. The preoccupation at that time, ,as far as the 
President was concerned, was not in an investigation of the facts as 
nearly as it was to get some one person in the White House who was 
going to look after a number of existing problems with relation to 
this whole subiect matter and they were primarily the problems of 
executive privileJ?:8 and separation of powers as he saw it then, not a 
question of who done it. · 

So rather soon after this meeting we had at La Costa which was, 
incidentally, the meeting was the result of the President saying, "Who 
is in charge and what ·plans are being made and how is the work 
comin(J'1" 

ena r · URNEY. And this came at wbout the time this committee 
was created; is that right? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That is right; yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. Concern about what to do about the investigation 

of the committee, how to respond to. it~ · . 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir; that was certainly part ~tit. 
'Senator GURNEY. Go on. ,~·· . 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Coming out of that session, as a result of our 

report back to him that the workwas largely undone, that a tremen
dous amount of work was left to be done in terms of developing the 
administration's ,position on executive privilege and attorney-client 
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ings of the meetings in the President's Office or of the President's 
phone caUs. 

The President did not open the meeting of September 15 with the 
statement that, "Bob has kept me posted on your handling of the 
'Watergate," or anything even remotely resembling that. He said, ';Hi, 
this ·was quite a clay, yoi1\'e got ·watergate on the way," or somethin~ 
to that effect. Dean responded that it had been quite a 3 months anct 
reported to the President on how the press was handling the indict
ments and, apparently, a Clark MacGregor press conference. 

The discussion then covered the matter of the new -bug that hacl re
cently been discovered in the Democratic National Committee head
quarters and the question of whether it had been planted by the DNC 
and the matter of Mr. Nixon's campaign being bugged in 1968 and 
some discussion of whether to try to get out evidence of that. There 
was some discussion about Judge Richey hearing the civil case and a 
comment that he would keep Roemer McPhee abreast of what was 
happening. I don't recall any comment about the judge trying to ac
commodate Dean's hopes of slowing down the suit, but there was some 
discussion about the problem of the civil case depositions interfering 
with the criminal prosecution~appare:µtly as a result of a conversa
tion between Judge Richey · and Assistant U.S. Attorney -Silbert. 

Dean indicated that the indictments meant the end of the investiga
tion by the grand jury and now there would be the GAO audit and 
some congressional inquiries, such as the Patman c.ommittee, but he 
assured the President that nothing would come out to surprise us. In 
other words, there was apparently no information that would be harm
ful that had not been uncovered already. The President did at that 
point commend Dean for his handling of the whole ·watergate matter, 
which was a perfectly natural thino- for him to do. Dean reJ?orted that 
he wa~ ~ee_ping a close eye on possible campaig~ law violations by the 
oppos1t10n; said there were some problems of bitterness at the reelec
tion committee between the finance committee and political groups; 
and said he was try ing to keep notes on people who were emerging out 
of all this that were clearly not our friends. · 

There was, as Mr. Dean has indicated, quite a lengthy discussion of 
the Patman hearings and the various factors involved in that. There 
was some discussion of the reluctance of the IRS to follow up on com
plaints of possible violations against people who were supporting our 
opponents because there are so many Democrats in the IRS bureauc
racy that they won't take any action. 

There was a discussion of cleaning house after the election, moving 
quickly to replace people at all levels of the Government. The meeting 
closed, as I recall, with a fairly long philosophical discussion. 

I totally disagree with the conclusion that the President was aware 
of any type of coverup and certainly Mr. Dean did not advise him of 
it at the September 15 meeting. . 

SENATE COMMITTEE 

n e ruary 7, 1973, the 1Vatergate case rno-\.-:ed into a new phase 
with the establishment of the Senate Select Committee. The announce
ment of the plans for the Senate probe was the reason for holding a 
weekend meeting, February 10 and 11, in southern California with }fr. 
Ehrlichman, Mr. Dean, Mr. Moore, and myself. These meetings have 
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been thoroughly reported and I would concur in Mr. l\foore's descrip
tion of them as sort of brainstorming sessions regarding the whole 
range of questions of strategy regarding the Senate hearin~s, a review 
of possible problems, and general discussion of how to deal with a 
number of new factors. 

It was obvious that the Senate hearings would generate massive pub
licity. In cal1ing and hearing a wide range of T.itnesses one at a time 
on national television there would be a lot of charges and hearsay with 
no opportunity to answer them, in the same news cycle at least, and 
there was of course the real concern that the committee hearings might 
evolve into a very partisan exercise. 

There was a freewheeling discussion oi these various possibilities 
and problems and of ways and means of trying to deal with them or 
counteract them. , 

I feel that Mr. Dean in his statement to the committee has, in a num
ber of instances, substantially misinterpreted the intent or implica
tions of thing-s that might have been said at the meeting. 

Also I believe he has overlooked one of the principal purposes of 
the meeting, which was a discussion at great length of how to develop 
some way to learn the entire Watergate story-including the other , 
activities that were by then bunched together as Watergate-and get 
it out in its totality and accurately. This was considered as one of the 
best ways to counteract the potential of adverse publicity arising from 
a drawn-out public hearing. The feeling was that putting all of the 
facts out, in one place, at one time, would give the American people 
a more accurate picture of the truth than would the drawn-out process 
of hearing one witness at a time over an extended period. 

Another objective, which was the President's objective, was to 
try to work out ways and means by which the facts of Watergate or 
any testimony that could be provided by anybody in the White House, 
who had any knowledge, which would be of interest to this committee 
could be provided in the most complete form but without getting into 
the problem of the separation of powers and executive privilege. 

I don't recall any discussion of the question of raising money, but 
I am sure that if there were any, it was in the form that Mr. Moore 
described; that is, a very incidental item occupying only a few minutes 
in a series of meetings that lasted for many hours. It was not a prin
cipal point of discussion. There was no discussion of a covemp of 
vVatero-ate during these meetings. 

ean pu into evidence as exhibit No. 34-34* an agenda he says was 
requested by me for a meeting with the President as a followup to 
La Costa on February 19 or 20. He seems to feel that this is a very 
significant document that is self-explanatory as evidence of a continu
ing coverup. I completely fail to see it that way. 

There ,vere five items on the agenda. First, a meeting of Senator 
Baker with the President which, it was my understanding Senator 
Baker had requested, and which seems to me to be perfectly natural 
as one step to be taken in working out the various problems regarding 
,Vnite House staff appearances at the Senate committee hearings, et 
cetera. Second, the question of submitting :Maurice Stans' name for 
confirmation to the Senate for a post requiring such confirmation. This 
was a step designed to deal with two questions, first to give Mr. Stans 

•see Book 3, p. 124·3. 
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Second, even i:f he did express himself clearly, the man ~ho heard 
may have put a different interpretation on the words than did the man 
who spoke them. The chairman's reminder is wise and sound and l 
would recommend, if I may, with a.11 respect, :Mr. Chairman, that that 
sound principle should be known as "Ervin's law.n 

In December-and there is a typo here; it should he 197:2--an<l 
January 1973, I was primarily involved with inaugural matters and 
can recall no direct meetings or consultations with regard to the 
vVatergate or related matters until February 6. On that day I attended 
a meeting in Mr. Ehrlichman's office to discuss our legislative position 
with respect to the proposed resolution·creating this select commit~ee. 
Except for the discussion at this meeting, I knew of no other plan~ng 
or preparation that had been going on with regard to these hearmgs. · 
Within the 'White House, I was a critic of this lack of preparation. 

This may explain why I was called to the meetings in California 
on February 10 and 11. I had been home with intestinal flu for 2 days 
and had been planning to take the weekend off and had reservations 
for my wife and family at the Greenbrier for the long weekend of 
February 9 to 12. But late on the afternoon of February 9, Mr. Dean 
called me at home to say that we were both asked by Mr. Ehrlichman 
to meet with Mr. Haldeman and himself in San Clemente on February 
10 to discuss the forthcoming Senate hearings. I, therefore, took my 
famil and b.aggage to the Far 1Vest instead of South. 

r. ean and I met on Saturday, February 10, 1973, at San 
Clemente with :Messrs. Haldeman and Ehrlichman in Mr. Ehrlich
man's office from 10 :30 or 11 in the morning until 3 or 4 in the after
noon. On Sunday, we went to Mr. Haldeman's cottage at La Costa. 

All four of us were present for the majority of the time. One or 
more of us would leave the group on occasion to make a telephone 
call or to perform some other function. Summarizing these meetings 
is difficult because they involved about 8 hours of conversation, with 
none of the participants adhering to any strict agenda. In addition, the 
many things that were said during these sessions were heard by any
where from two to four people-depending on who was absent at the -
moment--each person with a different background or degree of knowl
edge or point of view. It was a situation, if you will, where Ervin's 
law applied to the fourth power. 1Vith that prelude, let me now give 
you my best reco1lection of what transpired while I was present .. 

At the outset Mr. Ehrlichman or Mr. Haldeman-and parentheti
cally, I sometimes find it hard to recall which was which-asked Mr. 
Dean and me what we had been doing to prepare for the hearings. 
The answer was nothing. The focus of these hearings, they said, would 
he the activities of the Committee To Re-Elect the President, and it 
v:ould be the committee that would have the primary responsibility 
for the defense. Had we had any discussions or, as they put it, any 
input, from ,John Mitchell? The answer was "No." Either Mr. Halde
man or Ehrlichman then said that in that case, Dick Moore ought to 
sit down with John Mitchell as soon as he could and fill him in on the 
thi~gs that we discuss here and get Mr. Mitchell actively interested
he 1s t.he only one who could give real leadership to the people at the 
committee. 

Either Haldeman or Ehrlichman then su,ggested that Mr. Dean 
be the White House coordinator for the hearing, and that I hold 
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myself available to advise.him. I suggested that the "White House have 
a writer-spokesman who could issue statements or go on television, if 
necessary, to reply quickly to testimony or commentary that was 
wrong or slanted. Mr. Dean, I believe, suggested that Pat Buchanan 
be this spokesman. 

The meeting then ti1rned to a discussion of our relationship with 
the minority members of the ~ommittee. It was pointed out that in 
an ordinary hearing there is an open relationship between the ·white 
House and the committee leadership of the same party, and the 1Vhite 
House has a perfectly proper role in presenting its views to the mem
bers a.ffiliated with its party on the particular committee. No one in 
the group had any firm view as to what was appropriate here, but 
the general feeling was that since this was in effect an investiga
tion of the administration, the normal relationship might not apply 
and we probably should maintain an arm's-length approach even 
to the Republican members. In any event, it was agreed that Wally 
Johnson, then of the White House Congressional Relations Staff, 
would be made available for whatever liaison with the committee 
might be appropriate. 

Early in the discussions, l\Ir. Ehrlichman made it dear that the 
President wanted our position in the hearings to be one of full co
operation, subject only to the doctrine of separation of powers. It 
was agreed it would be important to work out tt statement on execu
tive privilege (the President had recently promised the press he would 
do this), that would enable us to cooperate and supply the informa
tion that the committee wanted. It is my recollection that at this time 
the question whether Presidential advisers would be permitted to 
appear was still unresolved, althoup:h the consensus was that appear
ances should be permitted where the subject matter did not relate 
to their official duties for the President. 

Parenthetically, some of the matters that were discussed here clearly 
would not relate to official duties. 

There was, as I have said, no prepared sequence to our discussions, 
and I cannot recall aII the other subjects we discussed. I do recall a 
discussion about putting out a TVhite House statement in advance of 
the hearings setting forth all the known facts about the 1Vatergate 
episode. It was also agreed that more manpower would be needed by 
the Committee To Re-Elect the President-possibly in the form of 
young lawyers and researchers to review each day's testimony and 
prepare rebuttals. This was among the items I agreed to discuss with 
Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. Dean, of course, has testified about a discussion of money. His 
recoilection differs from mine. and again illustrates the principle which 
I have called Ervin's Jaw. The brief mention of money made at this 
meeting may have had a very different significance to a person with 
Mr. Dean's knowledge of the circumstances than it had to a person with 
my lack of knowledge. l\{v recollection on that snbject is as follows: 
The subject came up, I be1ieve. on the second day at the hotel. In the 
context of a discussion of the litigation in which the committee was 
then involved, John Dean, in a sort of by-the-way reference, said he 
had been told by the lawyers-and I think that was the way he put 
it, but I cannot be precise about his language-that they may be 
needing some more money, and did we have any ideas? Someone said, 
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isn't that something that .John :\fitchell might handle with his ri ch 
New York fri ends. It was suggested that s1nce I would be meeting 
with :Mr. Mitchell I should mention this when I saw him and I said 
I would. 

As I look back now, of cou.rse, with th e knowledge I subsequ ent ly 
began acquiring in the latter part of )farch, Mr. Dean's referen ce to 
a need for money might ,rnll have stimulated some further inquiries 
on my part at La Costa. But I did not have.that knowledge on Febru ary 
11-at that point I knew nothing about any prior payments to any 
defendants or their counsel-and no one else at the meeting went 
into any details, at ]east in my pres ence. )loreover, I had served for 
a year as special assistant to Mr. :Mitchell at the Department of Justice, 
and I know him ·well. I was certain that he wasn't about to be pro- 
gramed into becoming a fundraiser by Mr. Haldeman and Mr. 
Ehrlichman, and I anticipated that Mitchell's ansv,er would be no, as 
it turned out to be. 

)Ve discuss ed several other matters and the meeting ended, as I 
recall, with Ehrlichman asking me about my draft of the statement 
on executive privilege. He indicated that he would like a revised report 
to be prepared and cleared for review by the President on the fhght 
east, the next day. At sometime during or just after the Sunday meet
jng, I called my secretary in 1Vashington and dictated some changes in 
the statement to be cleared among those in '\Vashington who were work
ing on the draft. 

l\fr. Dean has testified that we left the meeting together and that he 
had a conversation with me at which time he cautioned me against 
conveying this fund raisino- request when I saw Mr. Mitchell. I have 
absolutely no recollection of any such conversation and I am convinced 
it never took place. 

I returned to my Qffice in 1Vashington on Jfi"ebruary 13, and tele
phoned Mr. Mitchell to inquire whether he had any immediate plans 
to be in 1V ashington. He said he did not, and I said I needed 2 or 3 
hours with him to tell him about the meetings in California. He sug
gested that I come to New York and we could take as much time as 
we needed. On February 15, I took a morning shuttle to New York, 
went to Mr. Mitchell 's office, visited briefly before lunch, · and after 
lunch we had a discussion about the California meetings and the up
coming hearings. 

Knowing Mr. Mitchell as I do, I felt there were several points 
where he would resist beini "programed" by the 1Vhite House staff, 
as I mentioned earlier, and I elected to get those out of the way at the 
start. At the beginning of our discussion I said something like this: 
")Vell, you will be glad to know that the group in San Clemente 
thinks you should be taking a more active interest in the Ervin hear
ings." I had a somewhat blunt reply, such as, thank you, and as you 
know, I am indeed interested and, I may be a star witness. I told 
him it was suggested that it would be most ·helpful if he could spend 
part of ettch week in his law firm's Washington office. He made a 
chilly reply that he would come to '\Vashington -whenever he felt it 
necessary. Then I said something to the effect that I didn't know what 
it was all about but that it had been sugges ted that the commit tee 
lawyers might be needing more money and that his Wnite House 
friends had nominated him for the honor of being a fundraise r . I 
don't remember his exact words, but I believe he said something like 
"Tell them to O'et lo&tf" 
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during that period of time? I mean, you were talking with him on a 
continuous basis about campaign matters to start with. 

l\fr. MITCHELL. I would believe I could answer that Mr. Thompson 
by saying that if I had any suspi cion of it I would certainly have 
pursued it, yes. 

Mr. Tu o.:uPSON. A1l right, sir. 
So a.ny reference to l\fr. Colson then, from what I can gather at this 

particular time, simply goes back to what ·Magruder's testimony was 
concerning who might have been pushing him. "\Voulrl that be an 
accurate statement 1 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well. it also goes to the point where I believe I have 
just recentlv testified here within the last number of minutes of the 
fact that Mr. LaRue me-ntioned the subject matter to me in this year. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Mitchell, on the night of June 17, 1972,did you 
have a conversation with Pat Gray? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Did you see him at any time during that day or 

night? 
Mr. MITC.HELL. No, sir. 
Mr. Tno:.'\£PSON. When was the first time you saw Pat Gray after 

,Tune 17, 1972? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not believe I have Sf'~n him since June 17. 
Mr. THOMPSON. J,et me ask you to relate briefly to us--
Mr. MITCHELL. B:v the way, Mr. Thompson, you asked about ,Tune 17. 

All of these specs stories in the newspapel'$ pnt it the following- day 
on the 18th. which was the Sunday, not the 17th. And my answer is no 

I/IIMilflillllli•irlt1.estion, too. _ . 
r. HOMPSON. I was interested in the 17th only. Let me ask yon to 

refer back to Febmarv 15 of this vear. As I understand it. Mr. 
Richard Moore came to you and visited vou and had a conversation 
with yon in New York, is that correct~ • 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Could yon relate to us briefly the substance of that 

conversation 1 
Mr. MITCHELL. The subject, general snbject matter other than the 

one that Mr. Dash has touched upon here, had to do with the Ervin 
committee, this comrnittPe, the Select Committee, its activities. as how 
to some extent the White Honse was goin~ to respond and how the 
Committee for the Re-F,lection of the President and their personnel 
were to be handled. I think he carried with him a suggestion that it 
would be nice if I wonld movP back to Washin .!!fon and help with 
the personnel who were, from the Committee for the Re-Election of 
the President, who were going to apnear before this committee. I 
thanked him verv much and declined the suggestion. We aot into the 
question of whether or not I would be interested in helping to raise 
support monev. I did not thank him for that but I declined anvway. 
We discussed a nnmher of other areas with resnect to the committee 
and its proposed staff and, as I recall, the question again of executive 
privilege which was always being discussed, general appro~ch to t.he 
subiect. 

Mr. THO:MPSON. Let me ask you to recall as specifical1y as you can 
exactly what he said to you concerning money. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. ·wen, I don't know as I can remember the specific 
phrase but there is one thought that sticks in my mind which may or 
may not be the exact words but it was something to the effect, "You 
woiild not be interested in helping raise money in connection with 
these activities, would vou ~" It was more of a question than it was a 
plea, and my answer to that was negative. 

Mr. TumrrsoN. vVhat activities? 
Mr . .l\IrTCHELL. The activities, the payment for the support and the 

legal fees of the people that were involved in the .. Watergate . 
.Mr. THOMPSON. Did he specifically mention support for the people 

involved in the Watergate? 
Mr. MITCHELL. ·well, this was the general tenor of the subject mat

ter, yes. 
!fr. THOMPSON. Did you have any talk about-- · 
Mr. MITCHELL. Or at least I understood when he talked about rais

ing funds that this is what they were talking about. 
Mr. THOMPSON. That is the way you received it from your end of 

the conversation? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes sir. 
Mr. THonrrsoN. Did you also discuss the Committee to Re-Elect, how 

the Committee to Re-Elect was going to function from then on? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I covered that generally in my answer. It was 

discussed to the point that there would be people coming up here to 
testify, that if they would be needing counsel, counsel would be need
ing the backup of the documentation which was in the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Did you also discuss additional staffing? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I think the additional staffing was discussed in con

nection with the other aspects of the litigation but there was the dis
cussion that the lawyers, and I am talking about Mr. Parkinson and 
Mr. O'Brien, who had been doing legal work for the committee would 
be examining this area of the subject· matter of the people from the 
committee who were coming up here to testify, and it was conreivable 
that they would need additional assistance. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Additional lawyers would be employed by the 
committee? 

Mr. l\frTCHELL. I think, Mr. Thompson, it went both to thepoten~ 
tial of additional lawyers as well as clerical or staff help to take care 
of providing for the documentation that might be required in con
nection with it. 

Mr. TnoMPSON. ·were there any other matters which you discussed 
there that would possibly require money or any additional money, 
where money considerations might be involved in any way? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't--
Mr. THOMPSON. In other words, ,vhat you h:1ve mentioned so far 

did it involve that? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I df>n't recall, Mr. Thompson because it seems to me 

that one thing that the Committee for the Re-Election of the President 
has or at least the finance committee has had plenty of money. 

Mr. THOMPSON. All right, sir. 
Are you firm in your own mind that Mr. Moore, from what he said 

to you, in the words that he used, referTed specifically to support 
money for de~enclants or in retrospect would you say that is the way 
that you took 1t? 
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Mr. MITCHELL. That is the way I took it. Because, as I say, to the 
best of my recollection it was a very brief, almost an aside "1Vould 
you be interested in raising any more money" and the answer was 
negative, and--

Mr. THOMPSON. Raising any more money? 
Mr. MITCHELL. 1Vell, I think I had better drop the "more" since I 

hadn't raised any up to that time. Thankyou very much. 
Mr. THOMPSON. You had not raised any money up until that time? 
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 
Mr. THO~IPSON. vVas the talk of the money the major focus of the 

conversation or did it receive equal consideration in your conversation 
or was it a minor part of the conversation? 

Mr. MITCHELL. A very minor. As I mentioned before, I described it 
as almost an aside and I think that is a proper terminology for the 
wav in which "twas put. 

r. HOl\IPSON. ,Tust one more question or small line of questions, 
Mr. Mitchell, and I think this should be asked. If my memory serves 
me correctly, newspaper reports were that on one occasion fairly re
cently, I believe in a telephone conversation you had with a columnist, 
you indicated that you were not going to be the fall guy in this thing. 
1Vas that an accurate report? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It most assuredly was not. I think vou are quoting 
the other side, of the distaff side of the Mitchell family, not me. 

Mr. THOMPSON. You didn't take the telephone and verify that fact 
then? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I cl id not what~ 
Mr. THOMPSON. You did not take the telephone yourseJf after that 

comment was made? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I took the telephone to try to terminate the conver-

sation. not to perpetrate it. -
Mr. THOMPSON. All right,sir. 
Mr. Mitchell, have you requested immunity for your appearance 

here today? 
Mr. MITCHELL. No. 
Mr. TnmIPSON. And of course, have received none, is that correct? 
Mr. MrTCHELL. That is correct, Mr. Thompson. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Thank vou, Mr. Mitchell. 
Senator ERVIN. Any further questions from any member of the com

mittee? 
Mr. Mitchell, on behalf of the committee I wish to thank you for 

the extreme patience which you have manifested in what was neces
sarily a very trying- ordeal. 

Mr. MITCHELL. lVfr. Chairman, if I might respond just briefly, I 
certainly want to, and I am sure my counsel do likewise, thank the 
committee and certainly the staff for'the many courtesies that have 
been extended to us which have made the coming and going- in the in
termissions, and so forth much, much easier than they might have been 
otherwise, and we are quite appreciative of it. "\Ye appreciate it. 

Senator ERVIN. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. HUNDLEY. Thank you very much. 
Senator EnvIN. On behalf of the committee I wish to make certain 

announcements. 
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44. On or about February 14, 1973 Magruder met with Haldeman and 

discussed Magruder's possible future employment. Prior to this meeting 

Hugh Sloan had told John Dean that because of Jeb Magruder's suggestion 

to Sloan in June 1972 that Sloan perjure himself regarding the funds 

paid to Gordon Liddy by CRP, Sloan would test::tfy against Magruder if 

Magruder should be nominated for a high government office. On or about 

February 19, 1973 Dean met with Haldeman, and he thereafter drew up an 

agenda of matters to be discussed and resolved at a meeting between 

Haldeman and the President. In that agenda it was stated that Magruder 

wanted to return to. the White House; that Magruder "may be vulnerable 

(Sloan) until Senate hearings are completed;" and that Magruder 

"personally is prepared to withstand confirmation hearings." On February 

23, 1973 Sloan met with Haldeman. According to Sloan, Haldeman told 

Sloan that no individual who had become a prominent figure in the 

Watergate matter would be placed in a high government position. On March 

2, 1973 Magruder met with Haldeman and Dean. At this meeting Magruder was 

offered and subsequently accepted the position of Deputy Under-Secretary 

of Commerce for Policy Development, a Level IV government position carrying 

an annual salary of $36,000. 
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. 1IcCord was involved. It would have been :at some point after that 
meetin~ with ).fr. Lid(!\·. 

:\Ir. DASH. On or about June 21 or 22 did you ham a conversation 
with l\Ir. 1Iagru<ler? 

.Mr. SLOA)r. Yes, sir. 
1-fr. DASH. Could you briefly tell the committee what that con

versation was about? 
Mr. SLOAX. I forget all of the circumstances surrounding it. I am 

not positive on the <lat es but to the best of my recollection, this would 
be the general time frame, the time period. I forget, I believe he 
called me to his office. He indicated to me that we a.re going to have 
to--or suggested to me a figure of what l had gh·en to :\-Ir. Liddy in 
the range of somewhere S75,000 to $80,000. I do not belie,e at that 
point in time I had prepared a summary of the .figures so I <lid not know 
the precise amount of money that I had giv1m to 11r. Liddy at that 
point. However, I did know that the sum was considerably larger than 
that because Mr. 1Iagruder himself had authorized a pa;yment for 
$83,000 in one single installment . 

I must have indicated to him, well, that jm;t is not the right figure. 
I did not have the right figure, but that is too low. He indicated to me 

L_
at that time that I said to him, he must have been insistent because I 
remember making to him on that occasion a statement I have no 
intention of perjuring myself. 

:Mr. DASH. What did he say to you when you said that? · 
Mr. SLOAN. He said vou mav have to. 
l\fr. DASH. Did you h~ave shortly after, either on that day or any day 

following, a conversation ,,,ith Mr. Fred La.Rue? -
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Who was Fred LaRue at that time? 
Mr. SLoAx. He was a special assistant to :\Ir, :Mitchell, who was the 

. campaign director at that time. 
:Mr. DASH. Could you just briefly give us the content of that 

conversation? 
Mr. SLOA::-;. I beliern by that point in that time there was a general 

awareness within the campaign that an internal investigation wa3 
going on and that Mr. La.Rue was conducting it in behalf of 1Ir. 
Mitchell. 

At that meeting we discussed, I believe, in general terms, !lnd again 
my recollection, if the timing is right, I would. not have the right figure, 
we were just generally disct1ssing figures cash problems and he 
specifically mentioned, he asked me whether I recei...-ed a S50,000 
contribution from 1Ir. Porter and I said I had, ~nd he said, and this 
would be after April 7, he said whtlt have you <hmewith it? I stlitl I hav"e 
done nothing because I do not know who it is from. I u.01 wn.iting for 
Mr. Porter to give me the information. He calle-J in :\Ir. Porter n.nd 
this was in the context of there is goinc• to be u.n e..,.;:temal investigation. 
a.re there any remaining- problems; thi~s that coulci be embaITlb;ing"? I 
was recounting to him there were certain funds \\-e did not- hil.\"e in
formation ou, we lrnd done nothinrr. He culled :~rr_ Porter in :md asked 
him about it. !lnd. :\Ir. Portl'r sitid he did not kntYs. it c:rn1e throu.z;h au 
attornt~Y in \r:1.:;hington, they did not Wttllt to be known, it \\.tl.5 au 
unon_ymous contribution. 
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Senator GunNEY . First of all, did you talk to him at all when you 
were with the committee? 

Mr. SLOAN. In earlier periods with regard to advice on campaign 
law, particularly the old Corrupt Practices Act, prior to the time we 
had a full-time counsel with our committee. 

Senator GuRNEY. I see. 
Now, then, go on about the other occasions. 
Mr. SLOAN. I do not believe I had any other regular contact with 

him other than that context while I was at the finance committee. 
When I left, I saw him the day I resigned, and after I retained counsel 
or thought I had retained counsel, because this had taken a consider
able period of time and my car that was parked in the towaway zone 
of the White House had been towed away. It was sort of a frustrating 
dav. 

Senator GURNEY. What was that? I missed it. 
Mr. SLOAN. :My car, which had been parked in a towaway zone, 

that day lasted beyond 4 :30 and my car had disappeared follmving 
my resignation. 

Senator GURNEY. Did that have any connection with Watergate? 
Mr. SLOAN. I do not believe so, Senator. I was somewhat frustrated 

at that point and turned to John Dean, that he might be of some as
sistance locating where the Metropolitan Police Department might 
have placed it, and he ,vas very helpful in that regard. 

Senator GURNEY. He certainly has a lot of contacts. 
Well, continue, now, on your contacts with Mr. Dean after you left 

the committee. 
Mr. SLOAN. Sir, he, Herb Kalmbach, and ~faury Stans, throughout 

this period, would essentially call me every week or so to see how I was 
doing, take the temperature of the water, so to speak. 

Senator GURNEY . Could vou tell us a little more about these con-
versations? V 

Mr. SLOAN. I reallv can't Senator. Thev were verv indefinite. ::\faury 
Stans occasionallv would ask me advice on some of the civil litigation 
that had come up-what do you think we ought to do about this, how 
is vour family? It was generally that kind of conversation. There ,rnre 
a number, but I really can't characterize them in terms of any specific 

,__liW1tive material. 
Senator GURNEY. But this was Dean calling you nmv? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir; and at various times, I would call him. At that 

point, I understood that he was handling within the White House the 
investigation of this matter. I sought him out, surely, after I had 
resigned to give him the same information I had given everybody else 
with regard to the money and the ).Iagruder approach. 

Senator GURNEY. As I understand it, these are conversations gen
erally bv him to you to find out anything he could find out. Is that it? 

Mr. SLOAN. Well, he generally would not-my judgment was that 
he was not seeking information from me with regard to what had hap
pened after I had resigned and the money and the ::\Iagruder approach. 
I really had to force it on him. I went over and saw him one day and 
said, this is ,vhat I think happened; I understand you are doing an 
investigation. 

One day we had a conversation about ::\fr . .Magruder which con
tinued on. I think this must have been lt1ter after-I am not sure of the 
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exact timing, but I expressed a feeling to him that I had felt so strongly 
about what :Mr. Magruder had-not so much what he had suggested, 
but ,vhat he had forced on me in the ,\·ay of a personal decision, and the 
very nature of the suggestion, that I expressed to Mr. Dean the 
thought that if Mr. :Magruder ever were presented before a Senate 
committee for confirmation for a high public oflice, I would personally 
seek out that committee and voluntarily testify against him. 

Senator GURNEY. What did Mr. Dean say to that? 
Mr. SLOAN. He said, it ,,ill never happen. 
Senator GURNEY. How many phone conversations ,,.-ould you say 

you had with him and during what period of time? Just approxi
mately. 

Mr. SLOAN. I am not sure, Senator. They might have come up '.2 or 
3 weeks apart, throughout the period leading up to the trial. 

S t r G~RNEY. _This is from July 1972 until January 1973? 
OAN. Yes sir. 

~enator GURNEY. And is it your impression, then, that he made 
these conversations because he was in charge of the VVhite House in
vestigation, the Watergate investigation'? 

Mr. SLOAN. No; my impression more was that it was a personal con
cern. He was just checking to see how I was. He was involved with
Herb Kalmbach, for instance, had offered to assist me in seeking pri
vate employment. We discussed my going to law school. He suggested I 
see John Dean on that matter, if John had any suggestions. It was 
generally this kind of a conversation. 

Senator GURNEY. Has he ever made any suggestion to you other 
than the one you discussed with the chairman on the fifth amendment 
advice as far as testimony in the grand jury or this committee is 
concerned? 

Mr. SLOAN. No, sir, I do not believe he has ever given me any legal 
ad vice in that context. 

Senator GURNEY. In all of these conversations, did he ever mention 
the name of President Ni.xon? 

Mr. SLOAN. Not that I recall, Senator. 
Senator GURNEY. You testified that vou went to California. That 

was when you were asked to leave town for a while, I do not think :you 
told us what you did in California. Would you describe to the com-
mittee what you did? _ 

Mr. SLOAN. W_ell, I forget where Secretary Stans was. I could not 
join up with him until that Sunday night. Therewas a meeting on the 
California budget--

Senator ERVIN. There is a vote on the floor of the Senate, so maybe 
we had better go over and vote and come back. 

[Recess.] 
Senator EnvIN. Senator Gurnev. 
Senator GURNEY. Thank you,~ Mr. Chairman. I think we were 

discussing the time that you were in California, Mr. Sloan. 
1fr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. Yon had described what your activities were 

there at that time. 
:\Ir. SLOAN. Until that Sunday evening when I joined Secretary 

Stans I had gone to San Fnmcisco and spent a day nnd a half in my 
hotel room. I joined Secretary Stans for the budget meeting. "\Yhen we 
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Mr. SLOAN. As I think I have indicated, Senator, these ,vere funds 
authorized by higher authority, men who I worked with for periods of 
5 or 6 years. They are men I have great trust in, I had no reason to · 
be suspicious at that time of the motivations of any of these 
individuals. 

Senator INOUYE. Now, as the events unfold, how do you feel, sir? 
Mr. SLOAN. Quite frankly, Senator--
Senator INOUYE. Were you surprised? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. Everyday I continue to be surprised. 
Senator INOUYE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. · 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Weicker. 
Senator WEICKER. Mr. Sloan, I would like to, if you could go back 

to your meeting with Mr. Haldeman in the White House on January 
of this year. 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator WEICKER. Now, first of all, exactly when was the date of 

this meeting? 
Mr. SLOAN. Senator, I am not sure of the precise date. My best 

recollection from memory would be toward the end of January per-
haps early February. · 

Senator WEICKER. And am I correct in stating you indicated the 
meeting lasted about 45 minutes? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. ~ 
Senator WEICKER. Well, my first question would by why, why the 

meeting, why did you request the meeting or did you request the 
meeting? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir, I did. 
Senator WEICKER. Why? 
,Mr. SLOAN. Senator, the reason I requested the meeting, and I 

think the period of time in question is important, the criminal trial 
was over, I think some of the information on Mr. Segretti had come 
out, but , generally it was in a lull period where in my judgment the 
decisions had been made, essentially the matter had been gotten away 
,vith, that it stopped ,vi.th the conviction of the seYen men. I was at 
the point in time where I was actively seeking private employment. 
Mr. Haldeman had ,essentially asked me to undertake this task. The 
continuing on of the political leadership in the campaign in opposition 
to the views I held, the fact that presumably these same men were 
the source of any information that Mr. Haldeman had, I felt it was 
in my interest, particularly in terms of seeking private emplo:yment, 
to be sure that there was not an active effort on the _part of the admin
istration because of misinformation of the reasons I had done what I 
had done, that there would be any active efforts to make things dif
ficult for me in terms of seeking private employment. I sought him 
out. I had a very cordial meeting with him, spent about 45 minutes. 
I told him ",;thout naming names, because I thought it was a dead 
issue, but I told him essentially that I wanted to make Yery clear to 
him why I had done ,vhat I had done, and I said I also want you to 
know that I still feel total loynlty to the President of the United 
States. I have worked for him over this period of tinrn and my ";fe 
has for a long period of time, because we believe in what he is doing, 
and I wnn t you to know that I feel that I did not le11xe the team, as 
far as I am concerned .the tenm left me. And I said I cannot under~ 
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stand the continuing support of individuals who in my judgment it 
is pretty obvious are involved in this situation. 

I think he interpreted part of the purpose of m.y meeting was 
essentially to feel out the possibility of employment m the Govern
ment. This was not my purpose. I had long ago made the decision 
that is not what I wanted to do. However, it did produce the discussion 
on his part, a statement that the policy of the administration was 
that no individual who had become a "Watergate" figure or promi
nently mentioned in the newspapers would be p]aced in hi~h Govern
ment office until the issue was totally resolved, and I said I totally 
understand that policy, I couldn't agree with you more, and he said 
in terms of your age I agree with your decision, this is the right time 
to go out in the private sectc,r if you want to make a career there. 
However, if at a later date, if this matter is totally resolved, if you 
want to be considered for high position in Go·l'"ernment I will be glad 
to sponsor you . 

.. ___ Generally, I think this was the tone and na.ture of this discussion . 
. Senator WEXCKER. Now, did that meeting ha.ve anything to do with 

your being rehired by the Committee To Re-E:Iect the President as a 
consultant? 

Mr. SLOAN. No, sir; I made that decision prior to that. This would be 
prob-ably about the midpoint during that consultancy. I went to the 
committee in e:a.rly J;i.nuary, probably I think January 3. 

Senator WEICKER~ In other words, when you went to see Mr. 
Haldeman in January, you already had been rehired? 

Mr.SLOAN. Yessir, thatiscorrect. . 
Senator WEICKER. As a consultant to the Committee To Re-Elect 

the President? 
Mr. SLOAN. Finance committee. The political committee, as I 

understood it, had essentially been dissolved, although that turned out 
not to be the case. 

Senator WEICKER. "110 rehired you as consultant or how did the 
rehiring as cornmltant to the finance committee, come a.bout? 

Mr. SLOAN. During the period after my resignation, I would guess 
two occasions, Secretary Stans sought me out seeking my return to 
the campaign. 

Senator WEICKER. That was at what time? 
Mr. SLOAN. I am not sµre it would have been, I am just not sure, 

some point during this 5-month period following my resignation in 
July. · 

Senator WEICKER. All right. 
Mr. S°LOA!'-<. l in no way wished to consider it. I turned him down. 
After 5 months with the election over, he asked me again. Essentially 

it was in the terms of you have taken essentially a bum rap on this 
thing and I know it's been difficult for you, 5 months without gainful 
employment, I would like you to come back and help me wrap up the 
campaign. . 

I consented because certain conditions which would have made it. 
objectionable to me and why I would refuse such an offer prior to that 
time were met. One, I did not feel if I had this kind of opportunity at 
this particular point in time with no prejudice being attached to that 
association, that I in good conscience could go on and not provide for 
my family. The conditions that no longer existed ns far as I was con-
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Senator vVErcKrn. Did you, and I ,~·ant to lay it out here again: did 
you assume that he had some knowledge-and I 1:1nphasiZ('. the \\·onl 
"assume." Olwiously, at this point in time it wasstrietly on the basis of 
experience--experienci=, that you had wit.h )fr. Strachan, experience 
that you had insofar as laying out the ehain of eommand? 

Mr. MAGRuDER. It was natural on my part to assume that there. was 
some knowledge; yes. 

Senator "\VEICKER. Now, why, just out of curiosity, before you move 
on to the January meeting, why was .everyone concerned as you incli
cated in your testimony this morning, with the money question~ Did 
:Mr. Haldeman seem concerned over the money in his phone call? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. You mean the$5,3001 
Se.nator WEICKER. That is right. 
:Mr. 11AoRUDER. I think first, there were two concerns: !\Ir. McCord 

obviously having been an employee of ours; and second, the money. 
The money was raised after April 7 and was not reported, ,in direct 
violation of the new campaign law, and could be traced back directly 
to the committee. So I think they were dual concerns. Those were the 
two initial concerns of the people I have discussed. 

Senator WEicKER. Now, let us move to January 1973. I would like 
to ask a question here. 

Am I correct in gathering from your testimony that you never 
spoke or met with Mr. Haldeman from June 18, 1972, to January of 
1973? 

Mr. 1\'1AGRUDER. No; that is not correct. I spoke with him on numer
ous occasions and met with him on numerous occasions but did not 
discuss the vVatergate situation in substantive detail. We talked about 
it. I can recall once or twice talking to him about it as a problem, but 
not in the same sense; more as to handling it from the campaign 
standpoint in· relation to charges made by Senator McGovern or 
whatever. 

Senator vVEICKER. Well, now, in your conversation on Jlme 18 with -
Mr. Haldeman, his last instruction to you was to get back to 1'.,.ash
ington, was it not? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator WEicKER. .And to get things in hand. 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator W EICKER. And you went back to vVashington 1 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator WEICKER. Now, after you got back to Washington and sur

veyed the scene, did you get back in touch with Mr. Haldeman? 
Mr. M,\GRUDER. No; I got back in touch with Mr. Strachan after 

the :Monday night. Well, l talked with Mr. Strachan on Monday. As 
a matter of fact, he was in vVashington, and, of course, after our meet
ing on Monday night and after I destroyed the Gemstone file, I re
lated those facts to Mr. Strachan, not to Mr. Haldeman. 

Senator "\VEICKER. I see. So that aside from incidental matters and 
matters relating to the campaign, there was no real discussion be
tween yourself and Mr. Haldeman as to the break-in at the "\Yatergate 

related activities between .Jnne 18 and January of 1!.l73? 
r. M.\GRCTIER. To be \·ery specific, Senator, )fr. :iialdeman. the way 

orked with him when I worked \Yith him and later when I worked 
)Ir. M-jtchell, is I worked strictly through Gordon Strachan in 

(564) 



44, 2 JEB MAGRUDER TESTIMONY, JUNE 14, 1973, 2 SSC 830-31 

831 

this case, or one of his assistant s . Only when he called me did I re
spond . I cannot e\·en recall any time that I initiated a call to :.\fr. 
Haldeman. 

Senator ,Vr.rcKER. All right. . . · 
Mr. MAORL'DER. Exc ept m the ,January meeting, when I requested 

an interview with him to go over the job question. 
Senator \VEICKER. Now we move to ,Januar y 1973 and the meeting 

with l\'Ir. Haldeman. The main purpose of this meeting , as I g-.ither 
it, was to talk about jobs for :Mr. Porter and yourself; is that correct? 

Mr. )fa.oRuDER. Yes. sir~ 
Senator WEICKER. Now, you have heard :Mr. Sloan's testimony in 

which he said in response to a question that I asked him that if it did 
produce discussion on his part, the statement. of policy on the case 
was that no individual who had become a ·wa tergate figure or prom
inent Government official would be placed in office until the issue was 
totally resolved. 

~Ir~ 1'-iAGRUDER. yes , sir. ~ . 
Senator WEICKER. Can you give me any indication as to why this 

general policy was excepted in your case~ 
Mr. 1\-lAoRUDER. I did not know that was the general policy, Senator. 
Senator 1VEICKER. ·well, what was nature of the conversation be

tween you and Mr. Haldeman on jobs? 
Mr. N.UGRUD:ER. "\Vell, the nature of the discussion was basically, they 

had con~ideredl sending me up to the Senate _for confi!IDation f~r one 
or two Jobs that reqmred Senate confirmation; Durrng that dISC\lS
sion, he and I 'agreed that at this time-at that time-it would · be 
inappropriate to go through that process. We both agreed to that. 
And so as an interim measure, we agreed to. a position that turned out 
to be Director of Policy Development at the Commerce Department, 
which happened to be a level 4 job that did not require Senate confir
mation. And we did not discuss, I think, tha t job at that time. ·we 
discussed the prospects of that kind of a job as an interim measure until 
the "\Vatergate situation had been completely settled. 

enator ·wE I CKER. Then after the conversation about jobs was over 
with, did you indicate to him your concern about the Watergate 
matter? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. It was the other way a.round, Senator. I initiated the 
discussion on the subject of the "\Vatergate because of what I con
sidered to be beginning memory of difficulties on the part of some of 
the participants that I thought could have related to my own. particu
lar situation. 

Senator WEICKER. And you related it to him at that time in 
January ? . 

l\fr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ,VEICKER. The situation as to the Watergate, as to what was 

going on, relat ive to your participation and the story being contriYed 1 
l\Ir. :\L\anunER. Yes, and it was particularl_v at that time also in rela

tion to l\fr. Porter because he was having difficulty with the personnel 
departm ent at the W11ite House and I wanted to be sure Mr. Haldeman 
understood how cooperative Mr. Porter had been. 

Senator ,Vi-:rcKER. "\Vas this before or-was this conversation with 
Mr. Haldeman before or after the trial? 

.Mr. l\facncoER. It was before the trial, before the intwguration, 
sometime early in J anunry, after the first of the year. 
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I emphasized my clear understanding that th e purpose of the funds, 
as described to me by Dean, was for legal fees and family support; 
·and that I had und erstood from Dean that both 1Iitchell and Dean 
felt this was a proper and important obligation to the defendants. 

Since all information regarding the defense funds was given to me 
by John Dean, the counsel to the President., and possibly by ,John 
Mitchell, and since the arrangements for Kalmbach's collecting funds 
and for transferring the $350,000 cash fund were made by John Dean, 
and since ,John Dean never stated at the time. that the. funds would 
be used for any other than legal and proper purposes, I had no reason 
to question the propri ety or legality of the process of delivering·the 
$350,000 to the committee via LaRue or of having Kalmbach raise 
funds. 

I have no personal knowledge of what was done with the funds 
raised by Kalmbach or with the $350,000 that was delivered by 
Strachan to LaRue. 

It would appear that, at the "White House at least, ,John Denn was 
the only one who knew that the funds were for "hush money," if, in 
fact, that is ,Yhat they were for. The rest of us relied on Dean and 
all thought that what was being done was legal and proper. No one, 
to my knowledge, was aware that these funds involved either black
mail or hush money until this suggestion was raised in March 1973. 

MAGRUDER 

To the est o my recollection, I had no meetings or discussions with 
.Jeb Magruder regarding "\Vat.ergate after our phone call of June 18, 
1972, which has already been reported, until February- 14, 1973. A 
review of my Jog confirms that I had no meetings at all with :Magruder 
in 1973 until February 14. 

)Ve did meet on February 14 for about an hour and a quarter at 
Mr. Magruder's request in my office. The purpose of the meeting was 
to discuss his plans for the future. He felt that the Watergate matter 
was now settled as far as he was . concerned; that his work at the 
inaugural committee was done and that it was time for him to make 
his future plans. He said he was interested in the possibility of run
ning for office in California and he was also interested in the possi
bility of returning to a Government post in Washington. He was 
especially interest~d in a "\Vhit~ House position in connection with 
the bicentennial. I advised him that there was no possibility of a 
Presidential appointment, or a White House position, until all of the 
Watergate matters had been cleared up, including the Senate hearings, 
which were, at that time, about to get underway. 

I believe that, at this time, he had just returned from a trip t.o 
California where he had taken soundings as to the political possibili
ties and his job opportunities. I urged him, if he was interested in 
California politics, to go t.o work in private business out there and 
get himself reestablished in the State and then go into politics at a. 
later point. I recommended that he not consider coming back into the 
Federal Government because if his interests were in California he 
now had the need to reestablish himself there. All of this was in the 
nature of political advice to a man who indicated his interests in run- -
ning for political office. 
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He said, however, that all of the people he had talked with in Cali
fornia had urged him to go back into Government for a while; that 
he had strong family reasons for wantin&" to stay in "\Vashington be
cause his children were well establishect in the schools here; and 
that he had lost some of his interest in nmn ing for office in Califor
nia and was more interested in the idea of staying- in "\Vashington. 
Since the Presidential appointment or White House post was out of 
the question, I suggested that he look into other Government possi
bilities and that he work with ,Terry Jones and the 1Vhite Honse per-
sonnel office in that regard. . 

I met with Magruder again on March 2 (I believe again at his re
quest), at my office, with John Dean also present , for about an hour. 
At this meeting we reviewed the same general subjects we had dis
cussed on February 14, and I gave him a list of jobs in the Govern
ment that had been developed by the personnel office. He expressed 
interest in one of the jobs on the list, a post at the Department of 
Commerce, and he subsequently did take that post. 

I do not recall any discussion of any of the particulars of the 
Watergate matter or the so-called coverup-othe r than what I have 
already indicated regarding his feeling that the matter was now be-
hind him. · 

I feel certain that there was no such discussion because had he 
told me the kinds of thin<Ys that he has indicated to this committee 
that he told me regarding perjury, et cetera, I would have remem
bered them clearly and I would h

0

ave done something about them. 
Mr. :Magruder has stated that he met with me in early January of 

1973, before the inaugural, although he was unable to specify a date. 
Mr. Dean, on the other hand, has indicated in his testimony that 

I met with l\fr. l\Iagruder in late January. 
I do have a vague feeling tha.t I talked with l\JCagruder or at least 

knew about his plans prior to his trip to California, which I believe 
was in early February. I cannot recall any specific conversation or 
meeting. :My feeling may arise from the fact that apparently John 
Dean talked with me in late ,January about Magruder's plans for 
going into politics in California and his plans to make a trip out 
there. Mr. Higby has told me that :Mr. l\fagruder did request a meet
ing in January, but that I was unable to schedule one. I did later 
agree to such .a meeting but when he called :Magruder to set it up, 
Magruder had already left for California. It is possible that Magruder 
told Higby of his California plans and Higby relayed them to me. 

Magruder's recollection of the substance of the alleged January 
conversa_tion is in .many respects ,·ery much along the lines of my 
recollect10n of our conversation on February 14, and I have the feel
ing that we are dealing here with a simple error in recollection of 

· ~ ·' · ·~ d:ainh understandable . 
., no mee .mg w1 . 1 l\fagri.1der did he raise ,vith me a monolog

as he has described, laying- out the true facts or claiming that he ltad 
committed or was going to commit perjury or that them had been 
any other illegal coYerup acfrvi.ties undertake n in connection with the 
'\Vatcrgate inve st igation. 

I ~houlcl also explain, Mr. Dash. that my ont.Ene of the Magruder 
meetmgs of February 14: and March 2 is some\\·hat different than the 
revie,...-I gave the committee staff when I met with them late into the . 
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been thoroughly reported and I would concur in l\Ir. l\foore's descrip
tion of them as sort of brainstorming sessions regarding the whole 
range of questions of strategy regarding the Senate hearings, a revie,v 
of possible problems, and general discussion of how to deal with a 
number of new factors. 

It was obvious that the Senate hearings would generate massive pub
licity . In calling and hearing a wide range of witnesses one at a time 
on national television there would be a lot of charges and hearsay with 
no oppo1tunity to answer them, in the same news cycle at least, and 
t.here ,vas of course the real concern that the committee hearings might 
evolve into a very partisan exercise. 

There was a freewheeling discussion of these various possibilities 
and problems and of ways and means of trying to deal with them or 
counteract them. 

I feel that l\Ir. Dean in his statement to the committee has, in a num
ber of instances, substantially misinterpreted the intent or implica
tions of things that might have been said at the m2eting. 

Also I believe he has overlooked one of the principal purposes of 
the meeting, which was a discussion at great length of how to develop 
some way to learn the entire ·watergate story-including the othe. 
activities that were by then bunched together as Watergate-and get 
it out in its totality and accurately. This was considered as one of the 
best ways to counteract the potentJ.al of adverse publicity arising from 
a drawn-out public hearing. The feeling was that putting all of the 
facts out, in one place, at one time, would give the American people 
a more accurate picture of the truth than would the drawn-out process 
of hearing one witness at a time over an extended period. 

Another objective, which was the President's objective, was to 
try to work out ways and means by which the facts of Watergate or 
any testimony that could be provided by anybody in the "White House, 
who had any knowledge, which would be of interest to this committee 
could be provided in the most complete form but without getting into 
the problem of the separation of powers and executive privilege. 

I don't recall any discussion of the question of raising money, but 
I am sure that if there were any, it was in the form that Mr. Moore 
described; that is, a very incidental item occupying only a few minutes 
in a series of meetings that lasted for many hours. It was not a prin
cipal point of discussion. There was no discussion of a covemp of 
, r · · o- . ese meetings. 

ean pnt mto evidence as exhibit No. 34-34:* an agenda he says was 
requested by me for a meeting with the President as a followup to 
La Costa on February 19 or 20. He seems to feel that this is a very 
significant. document that is self-explanatory as evidence of a continu
ing coverup. I completely fail to see it that way. 

There were five items on the agenda. First, a meeting of Senator 
Baker with the President which, it was my understanding Senator 
Baker had requested, and which seems to me to be perfectly natural 
as one step to be taken in working out the various problems regarding 
,Vllite House staff appearances at the Senate committee hearings, et 
cetera. Second, the question of submitting Maurice Stans' name for 
confirmation to the Senate for a post requiring such confirmation. This 
was a step designed to deal with two questions, first to giYe Mr. Stans 

•see Book 3. p. 1243. 
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the opportunity to reenter Government at a suitably high level and, 
second, to provide him with the opportunity in a very short period 
of time to appear publicly and under que~,tioning, to clear up all 
charges regarding his role in the ·watergate, if any, and to give him 
a chance to, as he requested of this committee, get back his good name. 
'fhjr<l,.~,Q.}lestion of whether :Magruder could ham a ·white House job . 
.. AJMhat-tune I had already told Magruder that that would not be 
possible, but I think, the point here was to check that decision with 
the President to be sure he concurred. F'ourth, the question of 
Buchanan sitting in on the hearings as a watch dog of the press-
an idea that Dean says I suggested, although it is my recollection he 
suggested it at the La Costa meeting. In any event, this was certainly 
not a coverup move, but exactly the opposite. Fifth, the question of 
the Attorney General meeting with the President. That, too, was a 
logical step because we were into the matters of executive privilege and 
the question of ·white House staff members going to the hearings was 
important for the President to discuss with the Attorney General. 
As it concurrently or shortly thereafter developed, Senator Baker 

'D • Mr. Kleindienst be his contact with the administration. 
n e a er part of February, as the questions of executive priv

ilege and other matters dealing with the Senate ·watergate inquiry 
intensified, the President saw that this was involving a substantial 
amount of time of a number of people in the ,"\i11ite House and particu
larly seemed to be involving Ehrlich.man and me in more expenditure 
of time than the President felt was productiYe. Consequently, he met 
with ,John Dean at the end of February regarding the matters of 
executive privilege, the Senate hearings, and so forth, and he gave 
inst.ructions to me and I am sure to others, that all ,va.tergate matters 
were to be handled by Denn at the ,vhite House and by Kleind ienst 
at the ,Justice Department and that no one else was to devote time to 
the subject and that no one else was to get into the matter with the 
President. He was trying to avoid everyone getting into the act, wast
ing time, and diverting attention-which is a real danger when a 
highly pub] icizecl and volatile matter such as this comes up. 

This decision of the President's led to the series of meetings that 
he had with lHr. Dean starting February 27 and running through 
March 21, meetmgs that were primarily concerned 1 at the outset, I 
believe, with executive privilege matters. That continued to be lL 

major point, but as that 3-week period went on, the President's concern 
<lid grow regarding conflicting "Watergate stories and, from what he 
indicated to me, he was intensifying pressure on Dean to find out a 
way to get thP, full story out. ,Dean at this point was clearly in 
charge of any matters relating to the ,vatergate. He was meeting 
f!·equently ·with the President and he still indicated that he was posi
tive there was no White House involvement .. During this time, the 
Gray hearings also became a matter of focus and the executive privi
lege question arose in connection with them, too. I have the feeling
that during this period the President was g1:adually getting more o'f 
:l foel o.f the possibility that there. might be some problems inrnh-ecl 
m the ,vatergate matter that he had not even dreamed of and that 
tha~ led to the nweting of March 21, in which ,John Dean was going 
to gn-e the President the full story. 
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:\IitcheU wanted him, O'Brien, to get my version of the meeting, as 
well as the report he was getting from Mr. l\Ioore. 

On February 15, after a late breakfast, O'Brien and I took about a 
2 hour walk down the beach, at which time I told him what had 
occmred at La Costa. I told him that :Moore had been dispatched to 
New York by Haldeman and Ehrlichman to tell .Mitchell it was his 
responsibility to raise the future money for the com·icted defendants. 
O'Brien's reaction-as he was well aware of :Mitchell1, feeling that 
this was Haldeman's and Ehrlichman's problem and not his-was that 
Mitchell would probably go through the roof. 

After returning from our walk we talked about the fact that I had 
been requested to suggest names for the minority counsel. It was during 
this conversation that I thought of Mr. Martin Hoffman, whom I knew 
to be a very capable lawyer then serving as general counsel of the 
Atomic Energy Commission, and a person who had worked on the Hill. 

I called Mr. Hoffman and asked if he was interested. He said he 
,vas, but he did not know if Senator Baker would be because they had 
had a dtft'erence of opinion over a matter at the :A.EC. He said, how
ever, he had done some work for Senator Baker in the past and liked 
him very much. · 

I then called Ehrlichman and he agreed that Mr. Hoffman would be 
a good choice. Next I called Haldeman and he said OK if Ehrlichmah 
said OK, during my conyersation with Haldeman he told me he had 
learned that the chief counsel's job had been offered to :Mr. Ken Keat
ing and Mr. Keating had sent a feeler to the 1Vhite House as to whether 
he should be interested. Haldeman asked me to think about it. 

After talking with Ehrlichman and Haldeman about Mr. Hoffman, · 
I called Timmons and .Johnson and asked them to float l\[r. Hoffman's 
name to Senator Baker. Mr. Timmons called me back later and said it 
wouldn't float because the Senator had indicated he had had some 
problem with :Mr; Hoffman and Chairman Schlesinger m·er an AEC 
matter. He liked Mr. Hoffman but said he was still miffed at him. 

Later that day I called l\Ir. :Moore, but learned he had gone to New 
York to see Mitchell. I had talked with :Moore earlier that week, but 
had forg-otten he was going to New York on the 15th. 

Paul O'Brien called Mitchell in the midafternoon to report our 
conversation. I was in and out of the room while he was on the tele
phone talking to l\fitchell as I didn't feel it was my business to listen 
to his conversation. I talked brieflv with Mitchell at the end of the 
conversation he had with O'Brien. ·He talkerl about the pcssibility of 
Mr. Keating as chief counsel. l\f r. Mitchell Reemed intri::rued by the 
idr.a, but doubted if l\fr. Keating would accept. After I lnm,!! up, 
O'Brien reported that Mr. :Moore had brought up the money raising 
matter, but l\Iitchell just didn't discuss it at :,n_v length with :Moore. 
O'Brien departed Florida late that afternoon :md my wife and I got 

.-1<.,...,.._..._...., the telephone for the next ~ da .vs. 
I returned to the office on l\fonday. Febnrnry 19. r.nd i:;poke with 

Haldeman on either the 19th or 20th. He requested that I draw up an 
agenda for a nweting with the PrC>sident re!!ardin!! matt<'rs which the 
President should reflect on as a rC'sult of the La ··costa mc-rting nn<l 
snbsrquent inatters which had come. up. )Tr. Jfaldem:m n11d l we11t oyer 
the high points of what shonl<l hr rnisrd, il\clnding items thnt had not 
come up at La 0osta, such as l\fag-ruder's de,,ire to return to the 1YhHc 
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House staff and sendinO" l\:Ir. Stans to the Senafo for a cc,r,firmable post 
as a tactic to counter th~ Watergate hearings. 

I prepared the agenda. I thou!!ht that l 'was g-oing to attend the 
meeting with the President, but Haldeman called for the ngenda, and 
not me. I have submitted to the committee :i copy of the agenda. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit .So. 34:-;H.*] 
Mr. DEAX. You "Will see that the agenda deals ·with fixe items to be 

discussed and resol \·etl"with the President: · 
1. Senator Baker's requested meeting with the President; 
2. Submitting Secretary Stans' name for a confirm able position; 
3. What to do with Mr. Magruder; 
4. Using l\Ir. Buchanan during the SenatEi hearings; and 
5. Getting the Attorney General back in touch with the "\Vhite House. 
Subsequent to Haldeman's meeting with the President, he informed 

that: The President would meet with Seuator Baker; I shonld discnss 
with Mr. Stans his interest in a confirma.ble position ; Magruder could 
not return to the White House staff; Bnchanan could not be u&.d at 
the Senate hearings; and the President woulcl meet with the Attorney _____ General. 

I have not explained at this point the details of this rather i::ignifi
caut document, but I believe the document is rather self-explanatory 
of the continuing coverup and I will, of course, answer anv questions 
about it. I was not present when the Pr~sidE>nt and Haldeman dis
<'Ussed these matters, but I had discussed them with Haldemim before 
he went to see the President and he informE!d me of the President's 
decisions after the meeting; thus, I assume that the agenda I had 
prepared was the basis of their discussions. · 

On February 20, or 21, Mr. Timmons told me he had arranged for 
the PrP,ident to have an off-the-record, private meeting with 8cnator 
Baker. As you will note from the a,genda I referred to just a moment 
ago, Mr. Timmons had reported that .th,, Senator had told Timmons 
he wanted ~uidance and Timmons' interpretation was that the Senator 
wished to help the "White Honse. Hn.ldeman told mE> to prepare a 
briefing paper for the President and bring it directly to him rather 
than routing it throug-h normal channel~. I htwc Rnbmitted to the 
~ommJttee a copy of the agenda I prepared :tor the President's meet
ing-with Senator Baker. 

fThe document referred to was marked e~rhibit Xo. R4-.~:i.**l 
Mr. Dr:Ax. After the President met with Senator Raker I was 

informed bv Haldeman that the Senn tor had an pea red to be verv inter
ested in being cooperative and the President had the impression that 
he might be helpful. This, of course, was the, "White House hopt>. but 
nothing that was reported from the meeting made this an,vthing more· 
than a hope. 

Also, Senator Baker told the President that he wanteil his contact 
point to be )fr. Kleindiei1st. rather than some•one on the 1\11ite Honse 
staff. Haldeman told me that Senator Baker harl urF!ed the Pre;a;ident 
to waive executive prh-ilege anrl send members of th<> 1\11itf' House 
staff to the heal'ings. as· qnicktv as possible. bnt the President 
had told Senator Raker that he was i:roin(I' to hold t1u"' line nt 
written interrogatories. · ,... 

• SPe p. 1243. 
0 See p. 1245. 
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After :Magruder met with Haldeman in late J annary 1973, I had 
occasion to see him in the hall of the EOB. He told me that he had 
talked mth Haldeman and l\fit~hell about running for office in Cali
fornia and was planning a trip to California to test the water. He said 
now was the time, because he felt he c_ould get ~ood financial backing. 
I felt °Magruder was in for some serious problems b6th before. the 
grand jury and the Senate hearings, but without saying this to him, I 
tried to dissuade him from running for office until this entire matter 
had been resolved. 

Shortly after this conversation with l\Iagruder I phoned Haldeman 
and t-0ld him that I thought :Magn1der was making a mistake in going 
to California in pursuit of an elected office. 

Haldeman agreed and said he was going to call Bob Finch and 
sugg-est that when :Magruder met with him, Finch, that he be dis
suaded. He asked me to c.all Kalmbach and make a similar suggestion, 
which I did, and Kalmbach said he would do it. 

After Magruder returned from California he had decided that he 
wanted to stay in Washington. He ,was pushing hard to return to the 
White House staff, and work on the Bicentennial program. No one had 
the heart to tell Magn1der that the President had ~aid that he could 
not return to the White House staff. It was during this period of time, 
which I believe was mid-February, :Magruder ,had a conversation with 
Mr. O'Brien, in which he told O'Brien that he had received his final 
authorization. for Liddy's activities from Gordon Strachan and that 
Strachan had reported that Haldeman had cleared the matter with 
the President. I reported this to Haldeman, who expressed concern _ 
over Magruder's statement. After I· reported this information, the 
White House efforts to find a job for Magruder became intense. Halde
man assigned Mr. Higby t-0 the task. Higby called me to discuss the 
general type of job that I thought would satisfy :Magmdf'r and then 

"Higby instructed :Mr. Jerry Jones, the head of the White House per
sonnel operation, to find an available, high level, nonconfirmable posi
tion for Magruder. 

During the time when Mr. Jones was reviewin~ all the potential 
jobs for Magruder, I recall that Magruder dropped by my office and 
told me ·he had discussed his potential problems in full with both 
Higby and Haldeman. He asked me . for my assistance and support 
-in finding him a job. I assured l\fag-ruder I would help. He also indi- · 
cated that Mitchell was trying to -help fret the job matter resolwd. 

On February 28, l\fr. ,Jones submitted a memorandum to Highy 
and myself, a copy of which I ham submitted to the committee. ~ 

fThe document referred to was marked exhibit Xo. 34-37.*] 
Mr. DEAN. After Haldeman reviewed the memorandum. a met>ting

was scheduled for l\fogrnder to mPet with Haldeman and I was a,;ked 
to attend. 

This meeting occurred d nring the fl rst week of )farch and )fagrnder 
explained to Haldeman at the mt>t>ting that he did not want to lea,e 
1Yashington. Haldeman told )Iagrudl'r that his worl-ing at the Bicen
tennial was not realistic, but to consider the position at tlw Depart
ment of Commerce as an As.;;istant to the Secretarr for Policy 
De\·elopment. )fngruder said he was interested bnt wanted some assu;-

• See n. 1249. 
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ance from Haldeman that if he made it through the Senate hearings, ' 
as he had the grand jury and trial, that he could have a bet.ter job later. 

Haldeman said that he could not make a firm ,promise, but that 
he would do all he personally could do to assist. This was good enough 
for ::\Iagrucler. Haldeman said that )fr. Jones would be told to pro
ceed with Secretary Dent to get the position at the Commerce Depart- · 
ment finalized. 

On :\larch 5, I received a call from Secretary Dent regarding his 
hiring ::\Iagruder. I did not want to tell Secretary Dent that 1Iagru,~,,r 
was totally free from future problems so I was ernsi ,:e with ii:::. 

L 
hinte·. d that }fagruder might have some pro. blems .. B.ecause. I re. gretted misleadiug him , I prepared a memorandum for my files-something 
I seldom do-=because I felt )Iagruder was, in. fact, going to have 
problems. In fact, I thought everyone was going to have problems. 
I have submitted a copy of this memorandum reflecting this con-
rersation with Secretary Dent to the committee. . 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit Xo. 3+.-38.*] · 
Mr. DEAN. I would now like to turn to the meetings I had with the 

President in February and :\:farch of this year. 
I have described to the committee several matters that followed the 

La Costa meeting which directly invoh-ed Presidential clecisionmaking 
and Presidential im 0olvement. I would now like to turn to my direct 
dealings with the President which . began in late February of 1973 
with regard tb the 1Vatergate and related matters. I feel I can best 
set forth what transpired at these meetings by discussing what 
occurred at each meeting. 

MEETIXG OF FEBR'C'.\RY 27 

This was the first meeting I had had with the President since my 
September 15, 1972, meeting which related to the "'atergate. It was 
at this meeting that the President directed that I report directly to 
him regarding all ,v atergate matters. He told me that this matter 
was taking- too much time from Haldeman's and Ehrlichman's normal 
duties and he also told me that they were principals in the matter, 
and I. therefore. could be more objective than they. The President 
then told me of his meetings with Senator Baker and the Attorney 
GeneraL He told me that Senator Baker had requested that the Attor
nev General be his contact ·point and that I should keep in contact 
with the Attorney General to _makE> sure that the Attorney General 
and Senator Baker were working together. He asked me to follow 
up immediately to determine if the Attorney General and Baker had 
met. Im formed him that I had earlier discussed this with the Attorne, 
General and the Attorney General wns planning to meet with Senato~ 
Bake1 and Senator Ervin to discuss turning owr FBI data regarding 
the ,v atergate im·estigation. 

A brief <liscnssion followed in which the President recounted. w·hat 
had alr:eady been reported to me by Haldeman. that he had told 
Senator Baker thnt h 0 wonld not permit '\Yhite Honse staff to appear 
beforp tl1t' ~elect Comrnith 'e. r:ltlwr he would only 1wrmit the taking 
of written interroO'atories. He asked me if I arrn•ed with this and I said 
that written inte;rogatories wPre somethi,;g that could be handled 
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EXlilBIT No. 34-34 

l ~GENOA 

Matters to be discussed and resolved: 

(1) Baker meeting with President: 

Baker requested secret meeting re Watergate hearings. 
Baker told Timmons he wants guidance, but to maintain 
his purity in the Senate he doesn't want anyone to know 
of meeting with the President. 
Timmons believes that Baker wants to help. 
Timmons docs not feel- Baker· would object if there was. 
staff present during mee~ing, so long as fact of meeting 
never gets out. 
Meeting would be excellent chance to find out what Baker 
plans to do and set up channel to work with him. 

(2) Sending Stans up for Confirmation: 

We don't know if Stans wants to do this, but we'do know 
he wants to be rehabilitated and isn't afraid to tell his 
story publicly. 

Confirmation hearings would help defuse Watergate 
. hearings, and the more of this we get to the public, 

the less impact the Watergate hearings per se will have. 
This should be resolved quickly, because it will only be 
helpful if it occurs prior to Watergate hearings. (Stans 
has requested t~ sec Dean on Feb·. 28th -- upon his return 
from !amaica.) 

(3) What to do with Magruder: 

Jeb wants to return to White House (Bicentennial project). 
May be vulnerable (Sloan) until Senate hearings are completed. 
Jeb personally is prepared to-withstand confirmation hearings. 

(4) Use of Buchanan as Observer /Spokesman to keep press covera~e 
honest: 

Watergate press coverage to date has been dishonest and 
libelous. Pat could call them to task. 
The hearings arc going to be partisan. Pat could make 

certain that the public understands this. 
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Teddy Kennedy is a moving force behind the hearings 
· this can and shou:d be documented. Pat could do this well. 

The public docs not percieve Buchanan as being that close 
to the President. The basic question is whether the White 

House is going to ·sit quietly and take··thc unwarranted 
abuse that is bound to come from hearings. We can't run 

a . secret counter .PR effort so why not . d_o i t . openly and 
respectfully -- Pat can do t;hat. 
Buchanan's role will eliminatc!°much.of the heat that 
Ziegler will otherwise recieve and Ziegler could even 

have Pat brief from time to time. 

(5) G~ttin~ th~ A.G. back on thr reservatio~: 

L 

A.G. is merely biding his time until he re :turns to private 
sector. 
A.G. is extremely loyal to the President and if asked to 

take an active concern in these hearings (and their fall out) 

: would do so - - otherwise he will -probably do what is best 
for his own self interest. · 

A.G. should be asked to remain in office at least one full 

year from this date (i.e., until hearings have passed) 

because hearings may well result in request for additional 

action by DOJ. A.G. can get Henry Petersen -- who has 
the greatest loyalty for the A.G. -- to handle sensitive 
problems with case. We can't afford bittE:rness in .the DOJ · 

nor can we risk a new A.G. being able to grappel with some 

of the potential problems. 
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fact that }Ir. Hagrudcr had leaned pretty hc.1vily on Hr. 

to olter his testimony. 

Slo.'.ln 

Q Did there -- strike thnt. In your conversation 

with Ur. IIalde:i:an, following the ceeting ?-tr. Haldeman had 

with the President, what did 'Mr. Haldeman say? 

A He told me that Mr. ~.agruder could not coce back 

to the White House. He told roe Magruder had wanted to work, 

in some capacity, ·on the White House staff, while as~isting 

in the Bicentennial, and that thi9 was just not possible. 

The President didn't want .him back. in the White House. 

Q Did he indicate that the President had made a de-

cision, however, about giving Mr. Magruder some sort of a job~ 

A Well, I frankly don't recall in how much detail Hr. 

Haldeman discussed that with me. I know th.'.lt there was very 

definitely a desire to get Mr. Magruder a job after that de-

cision was made, and I think I would-be inferring rather than 

have direct knowledge. 

Q Notf• did there come a time, on February 27th, when 

19 you met with the President? 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

Yes, I did. 

Prior thereto, did you have a conversation with Mr. 

Ehrlicbman in which the subject of Executive Privilege was 

discussed? . 

A 

Q 

Yes, I did. 

i Would you give us the substance of that conversatioJli? 

DV 
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EXIilBIT No. 34-37 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

ADMIN1STRA TIVEL Y CONFIDENTIAL 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FR.OM: 

SUBJECT: 

February 28, 1973 

LARRY HIGBY 
JOHN DEAN . 

n.RR~Jf5 
Qmions for .Teb Magruder 

Listed below arc nine possible options for Jeb. · Some will break.more 
china to secure than others; where there are pr,oblems,. I have so noted 
the1n. 

. l. Assistant to the Secretary, or Deputy Under Secretary· 
of Commerce for Policy Deyelopment, PA, Level IV. Would replace 
current.Special Assistant to the Secretary of Commerce, Schedule C, 
Level V, authorized by E. O. U-510. Dent is interested and we are 
sending Jeb 1s resume over. 

2. Assistant Secretary - Comptrc,llcr of HEW, PA, 
Level V. Would require cancellation of E, O. 112.51 and re issuance of 
an E. O. to make the position a PA. The positi,:>n has never been 
designated in terms of its appointment authority, but is currently 
filled by Bruce Cardwell on a career basis {by fiat). Even if the 
position were made a PA, Cardwell would still have career rights 
to the job. He must be promoted elsewhere and is being considered 
for social security position. 

3. Deputy Under Secretary of HEW for Management 
Operations, PA, Level IV. Would have reporting to him the Assis
tant Secretaries for Administration (career, AP, Level V) and Comp
troller (AP, Level V). Would require E.O. and Level IV position 
from pool. Could utilize one of two HEW pool levels being cancelled; 
Counsellor to the Secretary (E.O. · 11550) which is vacant, or Special 
Assistant to the Secretary for Health Policy (E. O. 1160-l} currently 
occupied by Roger Egeberg (D-CaliI.) who was "bumped" into that 
created position from his post of Assistant Secretary for Health. and 
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Scientific Affairs. This ·option would have to be approved by Malek 

and Weinberger and is not presently planned as .an organizatio .nal 

move. An additional problem would be that Marik, who is going 
into the Administration · job would .probably have difficulties in being • 

layered with Magruder • . 

4. Special Representative to,the Canal Zone Negotiations, 

Level II, PA, carrying the rank of Ambassador. Anderson feels that 

State would put up strong resistance to Magruder !or this position based 

·on experience required and the delicate nature of. the current negoti

ation!I • . , We should only undertake thi~ option i! ·we 1re willing to cause 

an uproa'r with R~gers. 
. . 

5. Director, Dureau o! Outdoor Recreation, Department 

o! Interior, PA, Level IV. Would require cancellation of E.O. 11Z6Z 
and a new one is sued in its place. The position is currently a Schedule 

C, . Level V and is vacant. 

6. Associate Director of USIA for Resear _ch an<i Assess- _ 
ment, Schedule C, Level V. · Could issue an E.O. making the position 

a PA. Cu.rrently va c ant. I<eogh would resist placing Magruaer along-· 

side Strachan on the grounds of not wanting to load his office with 
''Waterg~te problems. 11 • • 

7; Deputy Director of SI3A, Schedule C, Level IV. Could. 

publish'E.9. making position PA. Currently occupied by Tony Chase 

who would ·be a to? flight General Counsel !or alarge Department or 
a Federal Judge. We do not now have a General Counsel ·position for 
Chase although th~ Commerce job will probably be open within the 

next three or £our months. 

8. 'Nationa~ Director, U. S. Savings Bond Program, De
partment .of Treasury, PA, Level IV or V. Would require E.O. and level 

!ram pool. The position is currently a NEA, GS-18 and is vacant. 1 
doubt Jeb would take this job •. 

9. :>eputy Chairman and/or Executive Director o! the 

National Endownn1ent for the Humanities, PA, Level IV. Would re

quire E. O. and kvel IV or V from poot. Chairman is a Level Ill and 
does not have a Deputy Chairman/Top StaH Executive .. In the twin 
National Endowm..int for the Arts the Chairman · (Level Ill) does have 

an NEA, GS-18, Deputy Chairman who serves :i.s ·the top staff executive • . · 

1 doubt Jeb would take this position. 

In summary, my top two recommendations would .be the Commerce 

planning job or the Comptrollet: job at HEW. All the others would • 
create difficulties of one kind or ,_another were we to place Jeb 
into them. 
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45. On February 22, 1973 H. R. Haldeman asked John Dean to prepare 

a briefing paper for a meeting between the Pt'.esident and Attorney 

General Richard Kleindienst. Haldeman told Dean not to transmit the 

memorandum through normal channels, but to hand carry it to him. Dean 

prepared a briefing paper stating that Kleindienst would probably like 

to leave government to accept an offer he hadl received from a law firm 

but that "Kleindienst is extremely loyal to the President and will do 

anything asked of him by the President." (Emphasis in original.) 

The memorandum set forth reconnnendations for retaining Kleindienst as 

Attorney General. On February 23, 1973 the President met with Kleindienst 

from 10:08 to 10:52 a.m. Kleindienst testiUed that the President asked 

him to stay as Attorney General until the Watergate situation was over 

and discussed Kleindienst's role as liaison to the minotity members of 

the Senate Select Committee. 

45.l Memorandum from John Dean to H.R. Haldeman, 
February 22, 1973, SSC ExhibH No. 34-36, 

Page 

3 SSC 1247-48 ........................................... 584 
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45.1 JOHN DEAN MEMORANDUM, FEBRUARY 22, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 34-36, 
3 SSC 1247-48 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

1247 

EXHIBn' No. 34-36 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

February 22, 1973 

H. R. HALDEMAN 

JOHNDEA~ . 

I did not use the prescribed format because I understand 
that you db not want this to pass into the channels. 
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45.1 JOHN DEAN MEMORANDUM, FEBRUARY 22, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 34-36 
3 SSC 1247-48 · . . , 

1248 

Talking Points for Meeting with the Attorney General 

Background: 

Kleindienst is biding his time until he r·eturns to private 
law practice. He has discussed j'oining several law firms, 
and has a particularly attractive o!fer:from.one that he 

· ·would probably like to accept. · 

Kleindienst is less than enthusiastic about helping to solve 
some of the tough problems related to the forthcoming 
Watergate hearings. He doesn't want to get himself 
involved in any controversy at this tim,e. 

The morale at the Department of Justic:e is low because 
they are extremely loyal to Kleindienst,· hut think the 
White House is trying to force him out. 

-- · Kieindienst is extremely loyal to the President _and will 
do anythipg asked of him by the President. 

Recommendations: 

·Kleindienst should be asked to remain in office at least 
one full year from this date (i.e., until after the Watergate 
hearings have passed), because the hearings may well 
result in a request for additional actio1:>. by the Deparhnent 
of Justice. We can't afford bitterness at Justice nor can 
we risk a new Attorney General being ab.le to handle some 
of .the potential problems. 

-- Kleindienst should b_e asked to follow the hearings closely 
and keep us apprised of any potential problems from a 
Department of Justice standpoint. 

Kleindien~ should be given the feeling that he is an important 
member ofthe team and .it is not mere,ly becaure _of these 
he'.'-:z-ing~ t_hat he is being asked to stay on. 
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45.2 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 25, 1973, 3 SSC 989 

989 

Finally, I wa.; told that both the Pi·esident and s~nator Baker had 
cliscus3ec1 that there should be an effort to get the hearings oYer as 
quickly as possible. 

This report of the meeting which Haldeman gave me was later con
firmed in discussions I had with the President myself in early March 

n e ruary 22, l\fr. Haldeman requested that I prepare a briefing 
paper for the President's meeting that day with Attorney General 
Kleindienst. Throughout the "\Vatergate investigation Haldeman and. 
particularly Ehrlichman, had complained about :Mr. Kleindienst's 
passive role in the im·estigation and prosecution. Haldeman and Ehr
lichman were both aware of the strained relationship between Klein
dienst and the "\Vhite Honse. I knew that Ehrlichman was riding hard 
on the Justice Department in an effort to undermine l\fr. Kleindienst. 
I also knew from conversations with Kleindienst that he had little 
affection £or l\f r. Ehrlichman. 

The Senate Watergate hearings presented the real possibility of the 
Justice Department having to make further criminal investigations 
that would lead back to the Wbite House. Accordingly, the President 
was the only one who could bring )Ir. Kleindienst back in the family 
to protect the "\Vhite House and this meeting was designed to do just 
that. As a result of Senator Baker's request that Kleindienst be his 
contact point, the President had a perfect vehicle to solicit Klein
dienst's assistance during the hearings and, if anything should develop 
during the hearings, to not let all hell break loose in a subsequent 
investigation. 

I have submitted to the committee a copy of the briefing paper I was 
requested to prepare. 

· {The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-36. *] 
Mr. DEAN. I know that this document went to the President because 

just before the meeting was to occur, I realized that the President 
might not understand the reference to the fact that Kleindienst was 
considering one particularly attractive offer from a law firm that he 
was likely to accept. 'I called Haldeman to explain this, hut Haldeman 
said the paper had gone in and the President would understand that 
this was a reference to Governor Connally's la,Y firm because Go,·erncir 
Connally had discussed it with the President. 

The President subsequently discussed this meeting with me in early 
March. He told me that he would continue to call Mr. Kleindienst from 
time to time, but I should also make certa,in that Kleindienst was work
ing closely with Senator Baker in preparation for the Select Committee 
hearin . 

s men ioned earlier, I had also been ,informed that the President 
had made a decision that :Magruder could not return to the '\V11ite 
House. Magruder had been working at the inaugural committee and 
even before the inauguration he told me that he had called .Mr. Higby 
request,ing a meeting with Haldeman to discuss his future. After tlie 
inauguration, Magruder told me that he had to decide what he ,was 
going to do. Priorto that meeting I had informed Haldeman that l\Ir. 
O'Brien had had some discussions with :Magruder and that Magruder 
had indicated that Haldeman and Colson were very much involved 
in the planning and approval of the Liddy operation. . 

•see p. 1247. 
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45.5 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 28, 1973, 4 SSC 1488, 1491-92 

1488 

Note at the bottom: Have just learned that Baker has publicly 
announced the appointment of Fred Thompson as chief minority coun
sel. Timmons has recommended Georg-e Webster as our candidate. 

Senator BAKER. Just out of curiosity, Mr. Dean, since this agenda. 
was prepared at some len!!th first, did you dictate it? . 

Mr. DEAN. I did, and again, this is based on the meeting that 
occurred at La Costa and the discussions I had with :Mr. Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman. 

Senator BAKER. Can you enlighten us; How much of this agenda 
was covered at such meeting? 

Mr. DE.AN. I only lmow what came out, was reported to me by the 
President and Mr. Haldeman that the thrust of the meeting really 
was your calling upon the President to--

Senator BAKER. To waive executive privifoge ~ 
:Mr. DEA..~ [continuing]. To waive executive privilege is. correct. 

And I also-the President told me that you agreed that the hearings 
should be over as soon as possible. If they lingered, it would be 
damaging. 

Senator BAKER. It also is your information that there was not a sug
gestion as to minority counsel which had been announced on the· 
same day. 

l\Ir. DEAN. Had been announced, that is couect. ..... .. 
Senator BAKER. All right, go ahead, Mr. Dean. · 
Mr. DEAN. T_he next significant document leading up to my meetings 

that some of these things were discussed on the 27th and 28th was a 
again by Mr. Haldeman. . 
tor BAKER. Do you have an exhibit number~ 
DEAN. Yes, sir. This is exhibit No. M-36. And I have a cover 

note on this. I hand-carried the other agenda over to :Mr. Haldeman, 
whereas this one there was a little more time. He had asked me not 
to send it through normal channels, so there is a cover note on ":Memo
randum for H. R. Haldeman from John Di~an. I did not use the pre
scribed format because I understand You do not want this to pa,s into 

k" . 

ALKING POINT FOR MEETING WITH THE ATI'ORNEY GENERAL 

Senator BAKER. I think we just talked out, Mr. Dean. I think that 
is another rollcall vote: Would the committee like to try to alternate, 
we are on 10-minute voting cycles, I do not think we can--

Senator TALMADGE. If the chairman desires, I have one or two very 
brief questions. I think I can complete them in about 5 minutes while 
you go vote, and when you return I will go vote. 

Senator BAKER. Does that suit you, Mr. Dean? 
Mr. DEAN. Whatever pleases the Chair. 
Senator BAKER. Thank you. 
Senator T.aL:l'IADGE. Mr. Dean, you have been in the chair now for 

4 days and I know how weary you must be, and I will be extremely 
brief. There are one or two things I would like some clarification on. 
You have testified repeatedly that even though you were counsel to 
the President, you had no direct access to the President except going 
through Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman; is that con·ect1 
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Mr. DASH. Yes, but you had not completed. I think Senator Tal
madge, as he was leaving, I think the last words said was the person 
taking the blame was Chuck Colson and the followup question would 
have been, who was he taking the blame for? 

Mr. DEAN. He was taking the blame for :Mr. Haldeman who had 
authorized the ads. There is one other example that gets into an area 
I believe you indicated you were going to question me on, and that is 
based on information that I have directly from Mr. Krogh, that it 
appears to me that based on a conversation I had with Mr. Krogh 
that he is taking the blame for something. · · 

Senator BAKER. Do you know who? 
Mr. DEAN. I believe the President of the United States .. 
Senator BAKER. Maybe you ought to elaborate on that a little. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. DEAN. '\Vell, it was on either the 28th or 29th of March that Mr. 

Krogh came to my office, he stopped by to express his sympathy for 
the adverse publicity I had received as a result of the Gray hearings 
and asked me how I was holding up and I said, "Fine, it is not very 
pleasant but my hands are tied and I can't speak." He said, he then 
began a discussion about how he had been haunted ever since he left 
the 1Vhite House about his own experiences there, and then we got into 
a discussion of the fact that there was evidence within the files of the 
Department of Justice indicating leads that might let the investi
gators from this committee discover the fact of the Ellsberg burglary 
and we began discussing it. I asked him then if that bad been au
thorized by Mr. Ehrlichman, and he told me-knowing Mr. Krogh 
pretty well and knowing Mr. Krogh had a similar level as myself and 
didn't, would not start something of that dimension without clearing 
it with someone, and he told me, no, that to his knowledge, Mr. Ehrlich
man had not learned about it until after the fact and told me that his 
orders had come directly from the Oval Office, and I was somewhat 

· surprised and so surprised I said, "You have got to be kidding," and 
he repeated again no, he said, they came from the Oval Office. 

Senator BAKER. This was )fr. Krogh speaking? - - · 
Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir. And subsequently, of course, he has under a 

,..liillil!!i,ll!ilW~ment said that he was totally responsible for the matter. 
·- enafor AKER. Mr. Dean, it is now a little after 4 :30 and in defer

ence to my colleagues, I am not going to try to finish with the list of 
questions and topics that I thought I outlined to you earlier. What 
I would like to do for about 110 minutes, almost 15 minutes, say, to 4 :45 
is to go once again to the narrow focus of what the President knew and 
when he knew it, relative to Watergate. So would you please move then 
to the next situation. · 

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. That would shed anv light on that. 
Mr. DEAN. And that would be a document which was forwarded 

to the President that I was just referring to, as we ended our con
versation, and it is exhibit No. 34-36,* for talking points for a meeting 
with the Attorney General. This was a request that I prepare this by 
Mr. Haldeman and send it not through normal channels ·for a meeting 
but rather directly to him because ofthe sensitivity of the documents. 

· *Exhlbit 34-36 was printed In Book 3. 
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Background, Kleindienst is biding his time until he returns to private law 
practice. He has discussed joining several law firms and has a particularly at
tractive ·offer from one that he would probably like to accept. Kleindienst is less 
than enthusiastic about helping to solve some of the tough problems relating to 
the forthcoming Watergate hearings. He does not want to get himself involved 
in any controversy at this time. 1'he morale of the Department of ;Justice is low 
because they are extremely loyal to Kleindienst but they think the YVhite House 
is trying to force him out. Kleindienst is extremely loyal to the President and 
will do anything asked of him by the President. 

Kleindienst should be asked to remain in office at least one full year from this 
date, that is until after the ,vatergate hearings have passed because the hearings 
may well result in a request for additional action by the Department of Justice. 
We can't afford bitterness at the Justice Department nor can we risk a new At
torney General being able to handle some .of the potential problems. Kleindie;nst 
sh'ould be asked to follow the hearings closely and keep us apprised of any 
potential problems from a Department of Justice standpoint. Kleindienst should 
be given a feeling that he is an important member of the team and not merely 
because of these hearings is he being asked to stay on. 

Senator BAKER. Of course, l\fr. Kleindienst did not stay on; is that 
right~ 

Mr. DEAN. His resignation was accepted, I believe, on April 30. 
Senator BAKER. Just out of curiosity, is it your personal knowledge 

that Mr. Kleindienst's resignation was not requested but rather was 
tendered by Mr. Kleindienst . 

....... _. .. illiiilliillli("hat is my understanding. 
ena or AKER. Go ahead, sir. 

Mr. DEAN. The first meeting that I had after these series of docu
ments were exchanged and I got, I was told of the results of the meet
ings in the first instance by l\Ir. Haldeman, and subsequently by the 
President himself when I met with him, that meeting was on February 
27 and it was at this meeting that the President asked me to report 
directly to him on all Watergate matters. There had been a great ex
change of this type of memorandums back and forth into the Presi
dent's office and out. He indicated to me at that time that this was 
consuming ·a great deal of time of l\fr. Haldeman and Mr. EhrEC'hman, 
and that at that time he also indicated to me that they were prineipals -
and he felt that I could be more objective in this matter. 

We had, I think, a lengthy discussion about that this morning with 
one of the members of the panel. As I indicated, it was at this meeting 
that the President also repeated what had earlier been reported to me 
by Mr. Haldeman, about your meeting with the President, in which 
you had told the President that you suggested he waive executive 
privilege. He had told you that he was going to hold the line at written 
interrogatories, and he asked me that time what did I think about that, 
and I said· I certainly thought that written i:i:terrogatories could be 
handled. He also discussed the fact that he didn't want Mr. Halcle
man and Ehrlichman to appear onthe Hill. 

Senator BAKER .. Incidentallv, l\fr. Dean, at that point, as we know, 
you are here without a claim· of executive privilege, Mr. Haldeman, 
J\fr. Dean-I mean Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman are under 
snbpena and it is our understanding that they will appear without a 
claim of executive privilege. · 

Can you identify the point at which this position at the TVhite House 
was reversed and that those privile~es indeed were waived? 

Mr. DEA~. I believe it was probably in late April, I don't know for 
certain, maybe it was May, maybe it was June, the position was evolv-
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45 . 5 . MEETI NGS AND CONVERSATI ONS BETWEEN THE PRESI DENT AND RICHARD 
.KLEI NDI ENST, FEBRUARY 23 1973 

Richard Kleindienst 

February 2, 1973 

February 8, 1973 

AM 8:00 9:51 

February 16, 1973 

AM 9:39 

March 1, 1973 

AM 9:36 
10:52 

March 9, 1973 

AM 10:14 

March 22, 1973 

PM 2:19 

March 23, 1973 

PM 4:42 
4:59 

9:44 

10:56 

12:09PM 

2:26 

5:12 · 

February 23, 1973 

AM 10:08 10:52 

-3-

Swearing-In Ceremony for Cabinet and 
Subcabinet - - Kleindienst attended 

Breakfast Meeting with Members of the 
Cabinet - - Kleindienst attended 

Cabinet Meeting - - Kleindienst attended 

President received local call from Kleindienst 
President placed local call to Kleindienst 

Cabinet Meeting - - Kleindienst attended 

President placed local call to Kleindienst 

President placed long distance call to Kleindienst 
Presid ent receiv e d bng distance call from 

Kl e indienst 

President met with Kleindienst 
u ~ !I:' '1 

~hJ 
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Mr. DoRsJ<,N. Yes. 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. ·without something else to prod my memory I 

have no recollection of that. , 
Mr. DonsEN. "\Vell, I will read from page 5285 of Mr. Ehrlichman's 

testimony before this committee: 
There came a time when there was a feeling that, at least ou my part, based 

upon what Mr. Dean was telling me about the unfolding of this thing, that Mr. 
Magruder may have had some involvement and that culminated in a meeting 
with the Attorney General at the end of July, on July 21, where Magruder was 
specifically discussed, but just · where in there I acquired information I can't 
tell you. 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I have no recollection of any such meeting. The 
only recollection I ham of anybody ever saying anything to me 
about Mr. Magruder was Mr. Petersen's characterization to me after 
he appeared before the grand jury as a witness, that he said, Magruder 
just barely, you know, got by. As a result of our conversation, I 
gathered he meant by that that he didn't sound like a credible witness. 

However, there was no other evidence available to the U.S. Attorney 
to contradict what he said and that is the only characterization of Mr. 
Magruder that I heard. 

Incidentally, Mr. Dorsen, let me make another gratuitous statement, 
if I may, and that is about these three young lawyers in the U.S. 
Attorney's Office who conducted this investigation. To me those three, 
along with Mr. Petersen, are the unsung heroes of the ·watergate case. 
I think a lot of people should be given a lot of credit, the Senate, the 
press, Judge Sirica, but there haven~t been very many people around 
talking about these career people in my Department. . 

These three young men were career lawyers. I believe that they are 
all Democrats. They were there before we came in. They were given 
this assignment hv the U.S. Attorney and they were never interfered 
with. Under very difficult circumstances, the obvious political notoriety 
of it, the problems with respect to the press, the interest of the Nation 
with respect to this terrible, reprehensible event that had occurred, 
imposed upon these voung men a burden that few prosecutors, I think, 
have ever had. I had complete faith in them throughout this thing. I 
do today. And I hope someday that they will get the recognition that 
they really deserve for conducting a thorough, comprehensive investi
gation. 

And let me conclude my gratuity by this remark, that this case, it 
seems to me, was ultimately broken not 'by Magruder ·and ~fr. Dean 
going to the Senate, or the press, or the judge, but by going to the 
U.S. Attorney's Office in the District of Columbia, to Mr. Silbert, l\Ir. 
Glanzer, and 'Mr. Campbell, and giving them the information that 
really had unfolded this and brought us to the point where we are w~ . . 

Excuse the inforruption but I wanted to make that fostimony for 
.-iiliii~-til!a-ililii'e men that I admire very much. 

r. onsEN. All right, Mr. Kleindienst. 
I would like to morn ahead to February 22, 1973, and to your meet

ing with the President on that day and ask you if you can summarize 
for thecomrnittee what occurred. 

Mr. KLEINDIEXST. February 22, 1973. 
Mr. DonsEN. Correct. 
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l\fr. lCLEIXDIENST; ·without something else to prod my memory, Mr. 
Dor-sen, I haven't the slightest idea. Incidentally, for the benefit of the 
committee anc.l counsel, throughout the tim e that I was in the Depart
ment of Justice I did not keep lengthy memos of my conversations. I 
didn't write memos to the file. I didn't write self-congratulatory 
memos back and forth. ,vhen I dealt \vith people at the "\Vhite House 
and with the President of the United States I did it as a Cabinet 
officer, as the Attorney General, in good faith. I gave him my best 
opinions at the time and I did not·keep copious memorandums for the 
benefit of my grandchildren 50 years from now or anybody else. Con
sequently, and I think you can see there as a result of my logs, that it 
would not be uncommon for me to have 50, 60, or 70 telephone calls or 
meetings in a day. 

So, unless you have something else about February 22 to the Presi
dent of the United States, I haven't the slightest idea what I did then . 

.Mr. DoRSEN. I believe we raised it with you at one of the preparatory 
sessions and .Mr. Dean testified about it as the meeting in which you 
were trying to be brought back into the family, where the agenda was 
prepared and I think etforts were made to have you sbty on as Attorney 
General past the deadline ,vhich you had set .for yourself. 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. ·well, I didn't know that I wasn't a member of 
the family. The President of the United States, incidentally, never 
gave that indication to me. I never had anything but the finest rela
tionship with him. Again, for the record, the only instruction the 
President of the United States ever gave me at any time after ·water
gate was to see to it that the Department of Justice and the FBI con
duct_ed a thorough, complete, intensive investigation, and I think the 
phrase that he used several times is, let the chips fall where they will. 

If that was the meeting, however, at which the President discussed 
with me my tenure in the Department of Justice, and I don'·t know if 
it was that date or not, I did have such a meeting because I recall the 
President asking me to come up to see him on rather short notice. 

By way of preface, before the election •I communicated to the Presi
dent through .Mr. Mitchell the fact that I would like to stay as the 
Attorney General until September 1973 which would be coterminus 
with the expiration of my term as President of the Federal Bar Asso
ciation. My reason for doing so was one strictly of financial reasons. 
I will have three children in college this year. My service in the Gov
ernment had depleted a rather modest estate. And I just could not 
afford to stay longer in the Government of the United States. 

After the election, when I had meetings at Camp David, I went to 
Europe for 10 days and had meetings with respect to drug enforce
ment matters in London, Paris, Madrid, and Bonn. I was informed 
by .Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman that my request had been 
acquiesced in and then I had a subsequent meeting with the President 
in which he likewise said that that would be fine. 

At a meeting after the inauguration and before April 15, whether it 
was February 22 or not, Mr. Doi-sen, the President called me in and he 
said, "Dick, I don't want you to think about leaving as the Attorney 
General in September." He said, "I understand your personal cir
cumstances. It is going to be a hardship for you, but I have to have 
you stay until this 1Vatergate situation 1s over." He said, "I just can't 
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have a new Attorney General, confirmation and all the problems, and 
soni'ebody coming in brandnew rigl1t now." 

As I always have tried to do, I tried to respect the wishes of the 
President of the United States. I said, "I hope it is not going to be long 
after Septemb ~t·.' I won't be thinking of th at date now. I want to get 
out of here as 'soon as I can, but I ·will agree with you that I will not 

· ·csignation in September." · 
l' r. ORSEN. I am ~oing to pass by certain other events that oc

curred in this period, mcluding any role you may have played in the 
confirmation hearings of Mr. Gray, your receipt o:f any records :from 
the CIA, and discussions as to the role you were perhaps to play in 
connectton with this committee, and direct your attention instead at 
this time to a conversation I believe you had with Mr. Ehrlichman on 
March 28, 1973. 

Do you recall that conversation i 
1\f r. KLEINDIENST. No, sir. 
Mr. DoRSEN. May we have shown to the witness what purports to 

be a transcript of a conversation on March 28, 1973, between Mr. 
Kleindienst and Mr. Ehrlichman? · 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. Is that the one that Mr. Ehrlichman taped? 
1\fr. DoRSEN. That is correct. 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. Then I-I have had my memory vividly refreshed 

with respect to that conversation . . 
Mr. DoRSEN. Did Mr. Ehrlichman, before that conversation started, 

tell you he was taping it? 
1\Ir. KLEINDIENST. No, sir. And if he had, some o:f the words that I 

used and that appear in this exhibit would not have been said by me, 
Mr. Dorsen. · 

Mr. DoRSEN. Well, in the interests of moving along I will not at
tempt to question you about the contents of that conversation but 
merely about l\fr. Ehrlichman's not advising you. 

Do you know whether Mr. Ehrlichman made a practice of recording 
these phone calls? 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I don't know. I learned of this as a result of these · 
hearings. I don't think I have language, appropriate language in a · 
public hearing of this kind, to describe the reaction that I had when 
I learned o:f this. I think it is reprehensible. I think it is incredible. 
The concept of somebody at the ,Vllite House taping- a telephone con
versation with the Attorney General of the United States when he is 
talking to them about business that relates to the President of the 
United States is jnst bevond my comprehension. And like I say, I don't 
want to be subjective but I don't think I have at my command language 
that adequately expresses my feelings about this incident. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Does that document that I have shown you appear to 
be an accurate transcription o:f the conversation 1 

Mr. KLEIXDIENST. Ithinkso. 
Mr. DonsF.N. l\fr. Chairman, may I request that the transcript be 

phwed in evidence? . · · 
l\f r. KLEINDIENST. I would like; to have the opportunity for the bene

fit of two persons who nsrd to be friends of mine. Srnntor Weicker 
irnd Jndge Sirica; to explain some of the concepts that I had and why · 
I nsed some of the language that I did as a result of my conversation 
with l\fr. Ehrlichman. 
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office and that what he's been telling us -- saying to thZ;I:1 

implic~tes people high and low in the White House and the 

3 I Campaign Committee. Have a good time at the White House 

41 

5 

Correspondents Dinner.° Click. Down goes the phone. That 1 s 

all I ever knew about that. G---• Q Let me back track in time and then we' 11 pick up 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12. 

13 

14 

15 

l(j 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22 

again. We sort of got ahead of ourselves •. 

Sometime in February, late February of 1973, did 

you have a conversation with President Nixon concerning the 

Ervin Committee? 

A Well, I remember talking to him on the telephone a 

couple of times about: that situation. 

Q 

A 

What do you recall? 

The general subject matter was that I think, becaus~ 

of the request of Senator Baker, that I was to be t.~e liaison 

between the White House and the minority members of the. Ecvin 

Committee with respect to their procedures. And the thing 

that was troublesome to the_White House, at that time:, were 

the terms and circumstances under which top people at· the 

White House, such as Haldeman and Ehrlicbman and Dean, et 

cetera, were going to be giving testimony.to the Ep,in Com

mittee. That was the general subject matter. 

Once, the President reported to me that~somebody on 

i3a-ker' s staff had complained to the White House that I wasn't 

available to Senator Baker, and that got me upset because 
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46. Dean has testified that prior to February 27, 1973 that he told 

Ehrlichman that he would not be able to assert executive privilege since 

he had so little personal contact with the President. On February 27, 

1973 the President met with John Dean and directed him to assume respon

sibility for Watergate-related matters. Both Haldeman and Ehrlichman 

have testified that the President believed that they were spending too much 

of their time on Watergate matters. Dean has testified that at this 

meeting the President instructed Dean to report directly to him on all 

Watergate matters. There was discussion of preparation for the Senate 

Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Acitivities hearings, which 

included a discussion of the President's meetings with Senator Howard 

Baker, of executive privilege, of the minority counsel to the Select Com

mittee, and whether the White House staff would be permitted to testify 

before the Select Counnittee. Dean testified that the President stated 

he would not permit White House staff members to appear before the Select 

Counnittee, but would only permit the answering of written interrogatories. 
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46. 1 MEETINGS AND. CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND JOHN 

DEAN FEBRUARY 27 1973 . 

101530 
.i\.fEET I:\GS .,\':\;Q TELEPHOI,TE CO~;VSRSA no~,;S n=:T \'.'E2i': 

Ti-J.S PRESIDENT Ai';O JOEN \'!. DEAN, III 

No contact between the President and John W. Dean, III, during Janua:::-y, 
February, and March 1972 

April 13, 1972 

PM 4:31 4:34 President met with Frank I;)eMarco, Jr •• and 
John Dean to sign 1971 income tax returns. 

May l, 1972 

PM 3:02 3 :07 President had photo opportunity in Rose Garden for 
National Secretaries Week. :Mr. Dean attended 

No contact between the President and John \V. Dean, III. during June and 
July 1972. 

A·1.1gust 14, 

PM 
12:45 
12:49 
12:49 
12:49 
12:49 
12:49 
12:49 
12:49 

, ,.. --.... - ... -

1: 11 
l :09 
l :11 
1:11 
1: 12 
1 :12 
1 :12 
1: 12 

The President met to sign personal legal documents \vith: 
The First Lady 
John J. Ratchford 
Mr. Butterfield 
1v1r. Haldeman 
Mr. Ehrlich man 
John W. Dean, III 
John H. Alexanc!er 
Richard S. Ritzel 

No other cont:1ct during August 1972 
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46.1 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATI ONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND JOHN 

DEAN FEBRUARY 27 1973 

Septcrnb~?.· 15, 1972 -; .'' ..... f ... \, 

·i'0{5jj 
PM 

3:15 6:17 
5:27 6:17 

The PrcsidcTit 1nct '.vit~l: 

Mr. :F-faldcmc.n 
Mr. D:::an 

{The President tdked with Mr. MacGregor by 
phone from 5:36 to 5:38) 

No other contact during September 1972 

October 9, 1972 

PM 3:10 3:34 

3:23 3:34 

The President met with Samuel Newhouse. Presiden.t 
of Newhouse Newspapers anci Newhouse Broadcasting 
and Herb I(lein. 

John Dean joined ' the meeting. 

November 8, J 9}2 

The President attended a senior staff meeting in the 
Roosevelt Room. lv1r. ·John Dean was in 
attendance. 

November 12, 1972 

8:40 8:44 The President met 2.boa:rd "Spirit of !76" with 
Rose Mary Woods and lvlr. and :Mrs. Joh.., Dean 

No contact between the Prcsids=nt and Joh ... , 1.V. De2.n, III, during No\·cmber 
and December 1972. 

(599) 



46.1 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND JOHN 
DEAN FEBRUARY 27 1973 

101530 
J anuar y Zl, 1973 

i\?-.·i: 11:05 12:0~ President ;ind First L,dy hosted Worship Service. 
John Dean 2.i.tcnd ccl. 

February 2 7, 1973 

PM 3:55 4:20 President met ·with John Dean alone in Oval Office. 

February 28, 1973 

AM 9:12 10:23 President met with Joha Dean in Oval Office. 

March 1, 1973 

(. 
AM 9: 18 9:46 President met with his Counsel, John W. Dean, III, 

/ in the Oval Office. 
i/(At 9:36 the President rec'd a call from AG Kleindienst. Dean 

}0:36 10:44 President met ,vith 1v1r. Dean in the Oval Office. too the call.) 
v-{Mr. Kissinger was present from 10:30 - 10:37.) 

PM 1:06 1:14 President met v:ith Mr. Dean in the Oval Office 

March 6, 1973 

AM 11 :49 12:00 President met with Mr. Dean in the Oval Office. 

March 7, 1973 

AM 8:53 9:16 

lvlarch 8, 1973 

A:!'vl 9:51 9:54 

President met with Mr. Dean in the Oval Office. 

President met with Mr. Dean in the Oval Office. 
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.;\·fa rch 10, 1973 

Ar.-1 9:20 9:44 

March 13, 1973 

President talked lon6 c:istance -"~.,i.t!1 f,.1!9. De2.n .. 
Presiclcr .. t i·t1iti2 .. ted · t11c call from Ca r11p D:.:.vi-:1 

to Iv1r. Dean who wa:; in \'[ashington, D. C. 

PM 12:42 2:00 President met with Mr. Dean in the Oval Office. 

March 14, 1973 

AM 8:36 

8:55 8:59 
9:43 10:50 

(Mr. Haldeman \Vas preser!t from 12:43-12:55) 

President telephoned ~lr. Dean. The call was not 
completed, 

1fr. Dean returned the call and talked v;ith the President. 
President met with lvfr. Dean in the P's EOB Office. 

Also present were: 
Mr. Kissinger (departed at 9:50) 
Ronald L. Ziegler 
Richard A. Moo1·e (9:55-10:50) 

PM 12:27 12:28. President telephoned I,fr. Dean. 
12:47 1:30 President met \'.'ith r,..fr. Moore and l-.fr. Dean. 

4:25 4:26 President taE:ed with l\fr. Dean. (The Pr;!sident 
initiated t:1c call.) 

4:34 4:36 President talked \Vith l\fr. Dean. (Mr. Dean 
initiated the call.) 

/\1.arch 15, 

V PM ~36 

1973 

6:24 P resid ent n'.et v/ith 1'!r. Dean and Mr. !vfoore 
in the Oval 0££ic~. 
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l n 1:, ·1 . 
J.....,Jc..J\j 

!;.~'i 10:34 11:0S Presiclc:nt rr.·..:t ,:.·i'.:h I>.::·. Dc2.n in tl:c Ov:,l O:ficc. 
1'.lr. Zic:gl(:1· \':2.s rircscnt frort~ 10:33-11:10. 

PM 8:14 8:23 President tdb::<l with ~:,.r. Dear?.. (The Presic!e;nt 
initi:i.tcd the call. ) 

March 17, 1973 

PM 1:25 2:10 President met \vith }.tr. Dean in the Oval Office. 

1vlarch 19, 1973 

PM 4:59 

5:03 5_.~41 

March 20, 1973 

President requested foa t Mr. Moore and Nir. Dean 
join hirn in his EOB Office. 

President met with lv1r. lvfoore and M:r. Dean in 
his EOI3 0£.ficc. 

AM 10:46 l.0:•17 Presicl~r:t ta .l!·:ed with ~.[r. Dean. (The Pre~ident 
initia'.:cc: the call.) 

PM 12:59 1:00 President talked with .\·~r. D<?.an. (The President 
initiatf!d the call.) 

1 :42 2:31 President met with :1\f:::. Dean and Mr. Moore. 

7:29 7:43 President taH:cc: ,;:;ith ?·.'::!·. Dean. (The President 
initiated t;:c call.) 

'\ :. ,• , 1 
. I 
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J\.i\·f. ·10:12 11:55 IJr(:~;i~ ·:c:1t n~,:·t ,~ .. ~::\ \·r~.-. i)\~=:L!"l ir-.. t1'.(; Ova: 0f(i,~f!. 

~ .. -!r. r~~:lc':t :~~: ~l n. · .. ~.-2.s 2.l :;o p.:·~s.~;:t f~:- at 1~~!.st 

p2wrt 0~ ~l1~ tjn i.c·. 

P;,,,·~ 5:20 6:01 Prc==idcri.t n:ct -..vit~1\-1.r. fJ :.~:all in tl1c Prcsidc~t's 

Ma:-ch 22, 1973 

EOG ofiicc. !)..l~o prcs!::r:t 'f.-.1ere: 

Mr. Zieg!er {dep2..rtcd 2.t 5:25) 

Mr. Halcler:1:t:1 1 p '\ ~ 3 (i 
Mr. Ehrlic:Cm2.n (5:25-6:01) -- .J ---~ v 

vGen. Scowcroft (5:27-6:05) 

PM 1:57 3:43 President met with ?v!r. Dean in th2 Presiclen.t's 

EOB Office. ALc) present ·were: 

Mr. Ehrlichman (2:00 --3:-40) 

Mr. Halden,"u: (2:01-3:40) 

Mr. Mitchel] (2:01-3:43) 

March 23, 1973 

PM 12:44 1:02 President t2.lkcd· lon~ di:;t2.nce v:ith lvtr. D2an. 

(The Pre sider:t i,1iti2.ted the call from Florida 

to Mr. Dean who \\·as in ·\'fashingto:i, D. C.} 

3:28 ~ .. .d..d. PresidcE t tr;.lked lo:1g cli::tc_rlcc v . .:ith ~·!::. Dea::. 

(1,hc Pre sic1ent !-rti.ti2.ted t!1~ call fro:n Florida. 

to 1',{r. Dean who w~.s in C2..!1."tp Dav-id, Md.} 

No cont~ct clu:rin~ the per-iod .!' .. p:-il 1-H 

April 15, 1973 

Pi\'1 9:17 10:12 Prcs~clcr.t met with i\,-:-. D::!an ic1. the P1·cs:i<lcnt's 

EO B Offi c e. 

t\.[a r-c:1 22: 

st:aCf b:-l ~,fin g i:1 Lhi.~ l<OP) i.~t-!f~:::1.,; ll1.. .. ,·-.:-:1 '--;\i :.::1 

t h r· C) r (' ~ 1c1 ·-~ n~ :~ ! tc :v·lc d t· 1·1,,·l .ll S :-f .:~ - '-1 :0 -~. .-\t .t°:..'::.::'i.::.. :~~ :-. .. 

'i- t i .-7 
' . , ·"J 

. " 
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Ap:-il l{,, 1973 

P1vl 4:07 °I:3S P1·esiden~ rr:c:t v:itb 0-t:-. Dean in the President's 
EOB Office. 

4:04 4:05 President t:2ll~ec. with Mr. Dea;.-:. (The President 
initiated the call.) 

April 17, 1973 

AM 9:19 9:25 President talked with Mr. Dean. (Th~ President 
initiated the call. ) 

IOI~au 
April 22, 1973 

AM 8:24 8:39 President phoned rv1r. Dean from Key Biscayne. 
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46.2 MEMORANDUM OF JOHN DEAN'S CONVERSATIONS WITH THE PRESIDENT, 
FEBRUARY 27 1973 . 

A?\D Vr: ~:Ti:\C3S ViITH THS P:\.,·:SD; ·~:-rr 
------- -·- --- - ·- -----

1972 

I Fe 1wua>·y 2 7, 1973 

F,~bn ; ary 28, 1973 

M;,.rch 1, 1973 

March 6, 1973 

Mareh 7, 1973 

Dean r,;ported on IRS inv es tigation of La:.:ry 0 1 B 1·i.-::n, 

D ean reported on \Vatergate indictrr. c,,ts . 

Discussed cxecuti ve privilege, minority counsel 

for Watergate Committ ee . Dean suggested White 

House aides subr11it answers to interrogatories .. 

Pr esir lent inquired of Watergate, D c ,=tn sai. d no 1.-lfhite 

House involven1ent, Stans was victirn of circ1.1: 11,;tanccs, 

Colson was lightning rod becaci~e of his rcput:ttinn. 

Discussed wiretappings \vhich had been brought up 

in the Gc"ay hee1rings. Sullivan, Deputy Director, 

was frie..· .d of D ea n and Dea:~ suggested they make 

sure that wiretaps of prior years {other Administra

tions) be made known. 

Preparation for press conference -- go over question 

·a:-1d answer book. Was decided the question would 

co ,ne up as to why Dean \Vas sitting in on FBI inter

views a.;1d that the reason was he was conducting an 

investigation for the P:...·esident. President asked 

Dean to writ,, a r,-:;port. Dean ,vas also c:..-itical of 

Gray. 

(March _2 press conference) 

Discussed executive pdvilege guidelines, decided 

to cover former White Honse personnel as well as 

present. 

Again discussion executive privilege guidelines. 

Dean again told the President the White House was 

clear. The President ',nquired as to how Pat Gray 
was doing. D ean ir.formed him E. B. Wil:iam3 had 

drop,)ed out of ti1e civil case. 
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46.2 FRED THOMPSON AFFIDAVIT, SSC EXHIBIT NO. ?OA, 4 SSC 1?94-95 

1794 

EXHIBIT No. 70A 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON PRESIDENTIAL 
CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES. ET. AL: 

Plaintiffs 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~!<;HARD M. llilXO~ ) 
INDIVIDUALLY k.'iD AS.PRESIDENT OF THE U?-,."ITED STATES) 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON. D. C. 

Defendant 

AFFIDAVlT OF FRED D. THOMPSON 

) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 

Civil 
Action 
No. 

Fred D. Thompson. being sworn. deposes and says: 

1. Early in June. 1973. the White House transmitted 

to the Select Committee a memorandum (which is attached to this 

affidavit) listing certain oral communications. both face-to-!a.ce and 

telephonic. between President Richard M. Nixon and John Wesley Dean III. 

This memorandum. inter alia • includes the exact times and durations of 

these corrununications-. and, in the case of face-to-face communications, 

the other participants, if any, in those conversations. 
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2. Shortly thereafter, I ,received a telephone call 

from J. Fred Buzhardt, Special Counsel to the President. During 

this telephone call, Mr. Buzhardt related to me his understanding 

as to the substance of certain portions of the enumerated conversations 

between the President and Mr. Dean . 

3. During my discu~~ior. with Mr. Buzhardt, I 

made detailed notes on the · informa.tion that he gave me. Upon 

conclusion of the conversation, I promptly prepared a "Memorandum 

of S1.;bstance of Dean's Calls and Meeting "'ith the President, 11 a 

copy of \Ylich is attached to this affidavit. It is my belief that this 

memorandmn accurately reflects the "information imparted to me by 

1k1L----

Subscribed an~ sworn to. befo~e 

me. this qu day of ~~~i.ci'ZJ. Q . 

. ~a_c;:._:· ~- -
lfo~a!";, ?uolic, D.C. 

?ly Co=ission Expires J4~~ • 19'lf 
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ance from Haldeman that if he made it through the Senate hearings, 
as he had the grand jury and trial, that he could have a better job later. 

Haldeman said that he could not make a firm ,promise, but that 
he would do all he personally could do to assist. This was good enough 
for )fagrnder. Haldeman said that )Ir. Jones would be told to pro
ceed with Secretary Dent to get the position at the Commerce Depart
ment finalized. 

On 1Iarch 5, I received a call from Secretary Dent regarding his 
hiring )Iagruder. I did not want to tell Secretary Dent that )Ia~ru~ 1"" 

was totally free from future problems so I was ernfr.-e with 1-:i~c. 
hinted that )fagrnder might ham some problems. Because I regretted 
misleading him, I prepared a memorandum for my files-something 
I seldom do-because I felt )Iagruder was, in fact, going to have 
problems. In fact, I thought everyone was going to have problems. 
I haw submitted a copy of this memorandum reflecting this con
versation with Secretary Dent to the committee. 

· [The document referred to was marked exhibit ·:Xo. 34-38.*] 
Mr. DEAN. I would now like to turn to the meetings I had with the 

President in February and l\Iarch of this year. 
I ham described to the committee several matters that followed the 

La Costa meeting which directly involved Presidential decisionmaking 
and Presidential invoh-ement. I would now like to turn to my direct 
dealings with the President which began in late February of 1973 
with regard to the ·watergate and related matters. I feel I can best 
set forth what transpired at these meetings by discussing what 
occurred -at each meeting. 

MEETING OF FEBRUARY 27 

This was the first meeting I had had with the President since my 
September 15, rn72, meeting which related to the 1V'atergate. It was 
at this meeting that the President directed that I report directly to 
him regarding all ,v atergate matters. He told me that this matter 
was taking too much time from Haldeman's and Ehrlichman's normal 
duties and he also told me that they were principals in the matter, 
and I. therefore,. could be more objective than they. The President 
then told me of his meetings with Senator Bnker and the Attorney 
General. He told me that Senator Baker had requested that the Attor
ney General be his contact point and that I should keep in contact 
with the Attornev General to makt> sute that the Attornev General 
and Senator Baker were working together. He asked me~ to foll~w 
up immediately to determine if the Attorney General and Baker had 
met. I mformed him that I had earlier discussed this with the Attorne-v 
General and the Attorney General was planning to meet with Senato\ 
Bake, and Senator Erdn to discuss turning over FBI data regarding 
the ""\Yater.gate inwstigation. 

A brief discussion followed in which the President recounted. ,,hat. 
had already bN'n rPported to me by Haldl'man, that lw had told 
Senator Baker that he would not permit 1,11ite Hou:;;e staff to appear 
lwforp the ~eleet C'ommittPP, rathPr he would onlv Jwrmit the takin.!! 
of written interrogatories. He nskPd me if I agreed° with this and I saicl 
that written interrogatories wPre sonwthing- that could be handled 

. •see p. l'.!51. 
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whereas appearances might create serious problems. He told me he 
would never let Haldeman and Ehrlichman go to the Hill. He ,tlso 
told me that Senator Gurney would be very friendly to the ,·vhite 
House and that it would not be necessary to contact him because the 
President said Senator Gurney would know what to .do on his own. 
On the way out of his office he told me I had done an excellent job 
of dealing with this matter during the campaign; that it had ~n 
the only issue that :McGovern had had and the Democrats had tried 
to make something out of it but to no avail. I told him as we were 
walking together out of the office that I had only managed to contain 
the matter during the campaign, but I .was not sure it could be con- · 
tained indefinitely. He then told me that we would have had to fight 
back and he was confident that I could do the job. 

:i\-.fEETIXG OF FEBRUARY 28 

I had received word before I arrived at mv office that the President 
wanted to see me. He asked me if I had talked to the Attorney General 
regarding Senator Baker. · . •· . 

I told him that the Attorney General was seeking to meet with both 
Senator Ervin and Senator Baker, but that a meeting date had not yet 
been firmed up. I told him that I knew it was the Attorney General's 
wish to turn over the FBI investigation and the President said that 
he did not think we should, but asked me what I thought of the idea. 
I told him tha't ,::I did not think that there was much damaging in
formation in the FBI investigation, although there could be some 
bad public. relations from it. ~e told me t!) think about this matter, 
He also said that he had read m the mornmg paper about the Vesco 
case and asked me what part, if any, his brother Ed had had in the 
·matter. I told him what I knew of his brother's involvement, which 
was that he was an innocent agent in the contribution transaction. 
We then discussed the leak to Time magazine of the fact that the White 
House had placed wiretaps on newsmen and vVh.ite House staff people. 
The President asked me if I knew how this had leaked. I told him that' 
I did not; that I knew several people were aware of it, but I did not 
know any who had leaked it . He asked me who knew abont it. I told 
him that Mr. Sullivan had told me that he thou!!ht that Director 
Hoover had told somebody about it shortly after it ·foll)pened because 
Hoover was against. it. and that Snllinm said that he had heard that · 
this information hacl gone to GO\·ernor Rockefeller and in turn had 
come back from Governor Rockefeller to Dr. Kissin!!er. '\Ye then 
talked about the executive privilege statement and the.President e::c-· 
pressed his desire to ~et the statement out well in aclrnnce of the 
Water,(!ate hearings so that it did not apoear to he in response to the 
Watergate hearings. ,ve also discussed :Mr. )follenhotrs interest in 
the Fitzgerald case, and he asked me to look into the matter for 
Mr . Mollenhoff. 

BPforP depart in'!" his officP. he af!'ain raised the mattf'r that T should 
1·eJ)Ort directh· to him and not thronr~h Haldl'man nn<l Ehrlichman. 
I told him that I thought hl' shonld know that I was nlso inrnln"d in 

. the post-,TnM 17 activities regarding Watergate. I hrieA,· desf'rih<>cl to 
him why I thong-ht I had leg-al problems. in that I foul he1--n a con<l11it 
for many of the clecisions that were made :md, thf'refore. could be 
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1: 
1 !j 

21 
31 
4 I 

1_ 

fnct th.'.!t ~Ir. 1::1eru<lcr h~d le.:ine;d r,rctty h0.:!.'lily S-!.o::n 

to alter his tcsti~ony. 

Q Did there -- strike th~t. In your convers~tion 

with :ir. l!alcle~~in, follmJing the ceeting ?-:r. Haldc=.an had 

5 with the President, what did Hr. Haldet:ia.n say? 

6 A He told me that Mr. M~.;~uder could not. coce back. 

1 t:o the White House. He told me Magrudar tud uanted tq t-1ork. 

8 

9 

JO 

11 

12 

13 

in ao.:ie capacity, ·on the Whita House staff, while ns~isting · 

in the Bicentennial, and , that thi3 was just: not possible .. 

The President didn't want .him back in the tlhit:o House. 

Q Did he iodicate that the President bad made a de-
~ 

cision. however, about giving Mr.: Magruder some sore of a job'l -

A Well, I frankly don 1 t recall in h~4 ouch detail?{:. 

14 Haldc::san discussed that with me. I know tl-.4t there ,was very 

U definitely a desire t:o get Mr. Mag-cuder a job after that de-

16 cision was made. and I think I would.be inferring r2th~r than 

17 irect knowledge. 

18 Q Ncnf, did . there coma a time, on February 27th, when -

--19 yo11 met with the President? 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

A 

Q 

Yes, I did. 

Prior thereto, did you have a conversation with Mr. 

Ehrlicb:can in which the subject: of Executive Privilege was 

discussed? -

A 

Q 

Yes, I did. 

Would you give us the substance of that conversatl~? 

DV 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

A The conversation Ct".lin,'!tcd fro:n the ltkelihood o:: 

a rather vlgorous act of hearings on the Watetg::tc being 

pursued by the Senate and I told Hr. I.:hrlicrunan that there 

was a good possibility th.:i.t r · could be called, as a lot of 

people could be called, to appear before the Senate, an:l chero 

was no way in the world, I thought, that Executive Privilege 

could be invoked. 

I had never, in fact. discussed this matter with 

the .President or had any dealings with him directly en it 

because I felt that if it really came to a battle on. Executive 

Privilege, it would require direct conversation with the 

President to be protected. 

Q Thereafter, you were called by the President to 

14 meet with you? 

15 A Yes, I was. 

16 Q To meet wit~ him, rather. And that occurred on th.e 

17 27th of February, is that correct? 

18 A That is correct. 

19 Q Now. do you recall what was said, in substcnce: 

20 during that meeting about to whom you ought to report? 

21 , A The President told me I should report to him directlr, 

22 on matters relating to the Watergate. 

23 Q ·Did he mention anything about Mr. F..aldeman and Mr • . 

24 EhrUchman in this regard? 

2S 

lllZABmt MIN TIPTC:t 
1122s oc .. c, ce~rt 
Kensington, Maryland 20795 
(301) 94&-4436 

A Yes, he did. He told me that they were principals 

DV 
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. Senator GURNEY. ·wen , that could be understandable. How about 
Kalmbach; Kalmbach was your very l?OOd friend, was he nott 
· Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes; but he was also very knowledgeable in this 

case and he had been one of the people that I had interviewed to try 
to get information for the President on the money end of this thing, 
and so I considered him to be a witness, if you please, in the inquiry. 
· Senator GURNEY. Of course, Kalmbach's reaction, as I am sure you 
know, was total shockat this recording. · 

Mr. EHRLICH¥AN. I understand, and I re~t very much but I had 
an assignment from the President that I felt I had to carry out. As a. 
matt.er of fact, I did some checkin~ on Mr. Haldeman, who is also 
my very good friend. I did that because I felt I had to bring to the 
President whatever information was available in the hi~her interest. 

Senator GURNEY. Are you saying now this is during- the period of 
time that the President had reassigned the b:usiness of Watergate to 
you and from Mr. Dean; is that correct~ 

Mr. Emu.lCHHAN. Y e.s, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. Goin~ back to that, that assignment of investiga

tion of the Watergate to Dean, and now I am not talking a.bout June
Julv, I am talki~ about February of this year; as a matter of fact, . 
I think Dean talked to the President on February 27. · · 

EHRLICHMAN. That is right. · · 
ator GURNEY. And in that conversation with the President, the 

dent assigned the investigation of Watergate, at least that cur
phase of it, to Dean. As I recall, he said that he wa.nted Dean to 
rt directly to him. He also said that it was taking up too much of 

your time and also Haldeman's time. Was that ever discussed with · 
vou or with H.,ldeman, .the President's decision to ha.ve Dean now 
become the chief investi~tor of W a.tergate, February 271 
· Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes. Senator, except chief investigator, I think, 

is slilrhtly off the track. The preoccupation at that time, as far as the 
fresident was concerned, was not in an investi1?Rtion of the facts as. 
nearly as it was to get some one person in the White House who was 
going to look after a number of existing problems with relation to 
this whole subiect matter and they were primarily the problems of . · 
executive privilege and separation of powers as he saw it then, not a 
question of who-done it. 

So rather soon a.ft.er this meeting we had at La. Costa. ·which was, 
incident.ally, the meeting was the result of the President saying, "Who 
is in charge and what plans are being made and how is the work 
coming¥" . · 

Sena.tor GURNEY. And this came at 1Jibout the time this committee 
was created; is that right 9 .· · 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That is right; yes, sir . 
Sena.tor GURNEY. Concern 11.bout what to do a;bout the investigation: 

of the committee, how to respond to it 9 · . 
· ?tlr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir; that was certainly pa.rt of . it. 

Senator GURNEY. Go on. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Coming out of that session, as a result of our . 

report back to him that the work was largely undone, that a tremen
dous amount of work was left lo be done ·in terms of developing- the 
administration's position on executive privilege and attorney-client 

., 
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privilege and marshaling aU of the files that had to be marshaled and 
all the rc>st, that he said, "1Vell, I want Dean to take charge of this. 
I want yon fellows to get ont of it." He said to me, "I have got some
tl1ing else I want you to do and I want you to press on it," so I started 
df on an entirely different project that had to do with legislation, and 
from about the third week in February the understanding was that 
T was out of it. Bob Haldeman was basica.llv out of it and Dean was 
the leadma.n in the 1Vbite House on this whole subject of privilege, 
the committee, the grand jury, and a1l of the collaterp.l questions that 
were associated with this. · 

enator GrmxEY. Did Dean make any reports to you ,after that or 
only to the President? 

)·Ir. EuRLICH:)IAN. I saw very little of Mr. Dean in those months 
and quite a few weeks went by when I didn't see him at all, or for 
that matter really talk to him very much. Let's see, in the month of 
Febmary, after the President made that assignment ;J didn't see him 
at all. The month of March I didn't see him at all for the first 20 days 
and then ,1 saw him in connection with the Hunt blackmail twice on 
the 20th and on the 21st but that was the only subject that was dis
cussed and then, of course, there was the meeting on the 22d with 
l\fr. Dean and ,)fr. Mitchell, and then the ·President, and then from 

• then on I had virtually no contact with Mr. Dean except one meet
ing with-in '.Mr. 'Haldeman's company the day we got back from 
San Clemente, of April 8, once on April 10, and then this mooting of 
April 13 for which the notes exist that are in Senator Inouye's hands. 

Senator GURNEY. ,Tust one further question on that. W,as there ever 
any suspicion in your mind that the President appointed Dean to sort 
of be in charge of""Watergate on February 27 because he might have 
had some suspicion that maybe you were involved or Haldeman was 
involved or somebody else in the Tunite House was involved i 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, what the President explainecl to me was 
that the central question here was one of executive privilege and the 
availability of Presidential assistance to testifv before the Congress. 
Yott will recall this had come up in the setting ·of Peter Flanigan and 
coming before the, what the---- . 

Senator GURNEY •• Tudiciary Committee. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Judiciary Committee. 
Senator GURNEY. Kleindienst. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. And through my notes o·f meetings with the 

President, there are three or four references to the President's strong 
concern that Haldeman and I were test cases, <;0 to speak, of the avail
ability of •Presidential assistants to testify before the Congress, and I 
know there were some questions about his reference to us as principals. 
I think you have to take it in that setting. ·vVe were principals on the 
question o:f the availability of assistants to testify. 

Now, the precedents that might be set by our testifying he was con
cerned, would in turn, open up Henr:v Kissinger's testifying and the 
whole panoply, so to speak, of Presidential assistants and ve,ry soon 
vou would have a breakdown of the ·white House staff svstem because 
everybody would be up here testifving like Cabinet Secretaries do 
every day and couldn't get any work done. . 
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the opportunity to reenter Government at· a suitably high level and, 
second, to provide him with the opportunity in a very short period 
of time to appear publicly and under questioning, to clear up all 
charg~s regarding his role in the Water~ate, if any, and to give ~im 
a chance to, as he requested of this committee, get back his good name. 
Third, a question of whether MaJrntder could have a 'White House job. 
At that time I had already told Magruder that that would not . be 
possible, but I think, the point here was to check that decision with 
the President to be sure he concurred. Fourth, the question of 
Buchanan sitting in on the hearings as a watch dog of the press-
an idea that Dean says I suggested, although it is my recollection he 
suggested it at the La. Costa meeting. In any event, this was certainly 
not a coverup move, but exactly the opposite. Fifth, the question of 
the Attorney General meeting with the President. That, too, was a 
logical ;;tep because we were into the matters of ·executive privilege and 
the queslion of White House staff members going to the hearings was 
important for the President to discuss with the Attorney General. 
As it concurrently or shortly thereafter developed, Senator Baker 
requested that Mr. Kleindienst be his contact with the administration. 

In the latter part of Febn1ary, as the questions of executive prh--
ege and other matters dealing with the Senate Watergate inquiry 
tensified, _the President saw that t~1is was i~volving a substan.tia.l 

· amount of time of a number of people m the "\Vlute House and particu
larly seemed to be involving Ehrlichman and me in more expenditure 

. of time than the President felt was productive. Consequently, he met 
with John Dean· at the end of :February regarding the matters of 
executive privilege, the Senate hearings, and so forth, and he gave 
instructions tg me and I am sure to others, that all '\Vatergate matters . 
were to be handled by Dean at the "\Vhite House and by Kleindienst 
at the Justice Department and that no one else was to devote _time to 

U
the subject and that no one else was to get into the matter with the -

resident. He was trying to avoid everyone getting into the act~ wast- 
ng time, and diverting attention-which is a real danger when a 
1ghly publicized and volatile matter such as this comes up. . 

This decision of the President's led to the series of meetings that 
he had with l\Ir. Dean starting February 27 and running through 
March 21, meetings that were primarily concerned, at the outset, I 
believe, with ·executive privilege matters. That continued to be a 
major point, but as that 3-week period went on, the President's concern 
did grow regarding conflicting vVatergate stories and~ from what he 
indicated to me, he was intensifying pressure on Denn to find out a 
way to get the full _story out. ,Dean at this point was clearly in 
charge of any matters relating to the Watergate. He was meeting 
frequently with the President and he still indicated that he was posi
tive there was no "\Vliite House involvement. During this time, the 
Gray hearings also became a matter of focus and the executive privi
lege question arose in connection with them, too. I have the feeling 
that during this period the President was gradually getting more of 
a fPel of the possibility that there mi~ht he some problems involved 
in the "\Vatergate matter that he had not even dreamed of and that 
that led to tlw ll1(>eting of l\Iarch 21, in which John Dean was going 
to give the fresident the full story. 
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47.1 TRANSCRIPT OF FEBRUARY 28, 1973 MEETING, 1-71 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY STAFF 

FOR THE 

HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 

OF A RECORDING OF A MEETING BETWEEN 

THE PRESIDENT AND JOHN DEAN 

ON 
I 
I 

I 

FEBRUARY 28, 1973, FROM 9:12 TO 10:23 A.M. 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

47 .1 TRANSCRIPT OF FEBRUARY 28 1 1973 MEETING, 1-71 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A 
RECORDING OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
JOHN DEAN ON FEBRUARY 28, 1973, FROM 9:12 TO 
10:23 A.M. 

Good morning, sir. 

Oh, hi. 

How are you? 

Oh, I wanted to, uh, to speak with you about, uh, what, 

uh, kind of a line to test. Now, I want Kleindienst 

this is not a question of trust. You have 1 

[Clears throat] 

you have it clearly understood that you will call him and 

give him directions and that he will call you, and so 

forth and so on. I just don't want Dick to go, 

No, I think --

go off -- you see, for example, on executive privilege 

I don't want him to go off and get the damn thing, uh, uh 

-- get us --

Make any deals on this thing --

Well, to make a deal -- that's the point. 

Yeah. 
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PRESIDENT: 

PRESIDENT: 
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That Baker, uh, as I said, was, uh, he was [unintelligible] 

you know, this and that and the other thing, and, and 

you've got to be very firm with these guys or you may not 

end up with anything. No, as I said, the only back-up 

position I can possibly see is one of a, uh, is Kleindienst 

wants to back [unintelligible] didn't want to but suggested 

we ought to back them heavily, send them up there in, in 

executive session. Well, now you haul them up there in 

executive session, we still got the problem of a, uh, of, 

uh, well, I feel that the [unintelligible] I, I"m think

ing of that because it'll go [unintelligible] without any 

question 

Sure. 

at that point, and that's going to be far more significant. 

This crap bothers us at the moment, but that's far more 

significant. And they'll haul him up there and bully-rag 

him around the damn place and it'll raise holy hell within 

our or his relations with Rogers and all the other people. 

[Secretary enters.] 

Yeah. Oh, uh, oh, I've sent .some notes out, uh, -- I 

guess there's, uh, a couple of yellow pages -- something 

-2-
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PRESIDENT: 

SECRETARY: 

PRESIDENT: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 
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that I was, uh, from that file on the teachers' thing 

that I'm not doing today. 

Yes, sir. 

Get the yellow pages [unintelligible]. Might save money 

for the government. 

All right, sir. 

Just send it back to me please. 

[Secretary leaves.] 

So you see, uh, I think you better have a good, hard 

face-to-face talk with him and say, "Look, we've thought 

this thing over," and, and, uh, you raise the point with 

him: it cannot be executive session because, you know, 

he's likely to float it out there and they'll grab him. 

That's right, and as I mentioned yesterday, he is meeting 

with Sam Ervin and Baker in this joint session and that 

probably is one of the first things that, uh --

Yeah. 

That they're --

That's the only thing they'll be there to discuss. 
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It'll be --

The main thing 

That's right. 

they'll be there to discuss -- not only -- the only -- but 

the main thing Ervin is going to be, "Now what about 

executive privilege?" Now, he hasn't had that meeting set 

yet, though, has he? 

No, it's not. So there's ample time to have Dick go up, 

uh --

Well, you, uh, you, have a talk with him and say we talked 

about this and this is where we stand and this is where he 

is. Now your position, I mean, uh, of course, I know our 

position is written interrogatories, which they will never 

probably accept, but it may give us a position, I mean it'd 

be reasonable in the public mind. 

Correct. 

That's what you have in mind. 

Right. 

Now, the other possibility is, uh, is the one that, uh, 
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Ehr Ehrlichman, I think suggested it. You could have, 

uh, uh, agree that, uh, the ranking, uh, the Chairman and 

the ranking member could, uh, question under basically the 

same -- under very restricted -- uh, a little bit early 

[unintelligible] for that. 

You mean, coming down here, say? 

Basically, 

That's a --

that is the thinking. 

I think, I think that's a, uh, a sort of "if" we couldn't 

get inter--, written interrogatories. That's still a, a, a 

serious precedent to deal with, though, if they come down 

here and, uh, uh, 

Yeah. 

start questioning people. I think the issues would have 

to be so narrowed for even that situation. 

Yeah. 

And that's what'll evolve with the 

Right, 
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narrowing of the issues to where what information, say, a, 

a Haldeman might have or an Ehrlichman might have 

Yeah. 

that the Committee needs to be complete in its report or its 

investigation. 

Yeah. We will say that you will then, you will [unintelli

gible] to written interrogatories under oath, than an-, 

answer questions. 

That's -- publicly, you, you're not withholding any informa

tion and you're not using the shield of the Presidency. 

So, as I say, [clears throat] when you talk to Kleindienst 

because I have raised this in previous things with him on 

the Hiss case -- he got, he'd forgotten, and I said, "Well 

go back and read the first chapter of Six Crises. Tells all 

about it." But I know very -- as I said, I mean, that was 

espionage against the nation, not against the party. FBI, 

Hoover, himself, who was a friend of mine, 

Uh huh. 

even then, said "I'm sorry. I have been ordered not to 

cooperate." And they didn't give us one God damned thing. 
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I conducted that investigation with two stupid little 

committee investigators -- they weren't that stupid -

they were tenacious. One had been fired by the FBI; he 

was a good, decent fellow, but he was a drunk. 

Uh huh, 

And, uh, we got it done, But we broke that thing 

Against a wall --

without any help. The FBI then got the evidence 

which eventually -- See, we got Piper, who -- We got 

the, the, the, oh, the Pumpkin Papers, for instance, We, 

we got all of that ourselves. 

Well, you know, I --

The FBI did not cooperate. The Justice Department did not 

cooperate. The Administration would not answer questions 

except, of course, for Cabinet officers, I mean, like, uh, 

who's the, who -- Burling came down and some of the others 

[unintelligible] 

Funny, when the shoe is on the other foot, how they look 

at things, isn't it? 

They did -- Well, and, as I said, the New York Times, the 
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Washin2ton Post and all the rest, said the Administration 

has an absolute right -- They then 

[ Clears throat] 

put it, they put it in terms of executive privilege. They 

were just against the investigation. So the real question 

there is that now, now you could say that I, having been 

through that -- we have talked it over, and that I feel that, 

uh, I think that was -- I have always felt very miffed about 

that, felt that was wrong, it was espionage against the . na

tion. Now this is another matter. But I think that we 

ought to cooperate, and I'm trying to find an area of coopera

tion, Here it is: written interrogatories, All right. You 

see, the Er--, the, the Baker theory is that he wants to 

have a big slambang thing for a week and then he thinks 

interest in the whole thing'll fall off, And he's right about 

that. And he even But his point of having the big 

slambang thing for a week is to bring all the big shots 

up right away. But the big shots you could bring up --

you, you could bring up Stans. 

and they've got to put Mitchell 

They've got to put him on, 

on, But he'd like to 

get, of course, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and Colson. 

I understand that, uh, Bob and you have talked about 
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running Stans out as sort of a stalking horse on an--, . 

on another post. 

Well, it's not my idea. It's, uh, I guess Moore or some

body mentioned it. 

I, I think it was my idea, as a matter of fact, and I 

think it could defuse, could be one defusing factor in the 

hearings. Uh, Stans would like to get his side of the 

story out. He is not in any serious problem ultimately, 

It could be rough and tumble, but Maury is ready to take 

it and, uh, it would be a mini-hearing, no doubt about it. 

But this further detracts from, uh, the other Committee. 

It would be a mini-hearing, it's true. Except knowing 

the press -- I'm trying to think out loud a minute -

knowing that they, uh, you know, they have, like they have 

taken [clears throat] -- they sold several of these stories 

on Colson and Haldeman about four times. 

Oh, I know that. 

Now, that they can -- I just wonder if, ;lf that 

doesn't do that? I don't know [clears throat], Take 

Stans, they'll get him up by the seat; somebody's after 

him about the Vesco contri- [clears throat] -bution. As I read 
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the, first read the story briefly in the [Dean clears 

throat] Post. And, I read, naturally, the first page 

and I turned to the Times read it. The Times had in 

the second paragraph that the money had been refer 

returned. 

That is correct. 

The f.2.~t didn't have it until after you continued to 

the next, to the next section. 

That's right. 

The God damnedest thing I ever saw. 

Typical. 

[Coughs] My guess is that as far as that transction's 

concerned, that it was after, that he got the money after 

the tenth, but I don't think they pointed out that Sears 

got it before. 

Well it was con--

[Unintelligible] 

Well, for all purposes, the, the, uh, the donor --

Because I'm sure, 

Vesco --
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I'm sure that Stans would never do a thing like that. 

Now, uh --

Never. Never. Never. 

Uh, I think we have a good strong case that the donor had 

relinquished control over the money, and constructive 

possession of the money was in the hands of the 

Harry Sears. 

finance committee, and Sears and, uh, and the like. So 

that there is no, uh --

How did they get my brother in it? Eddie? 

I'll tell you, you talk of the, that was -- that was sheer 

sandbagging of, of your brother. Here is what they did. 

They called him down here in Washington. 

Who did? 

Uh, it's, uh, let's see, 

Sears? 

it was Vesco; it was Vesco and Sears, and said that, "We 

want to talk to you about the nature of this transaction 
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because we have had some earlier conversations with 

Yeah. 

uh, Stans." He really wasn't privy to it, 

Yeah, I know. 

and didn't know much about it; said, "Sure, I'll come up." 

And what the, the long and short of it was, they were 

asking him to find out from Stans whether they wanted cash 

or check. Stans just responded to your brother and said, 

uh, "I don't really care -- whatever they want to do," and 

that's what he relayed back and it's, uh -- He wasn't, he, he 

didn't even understand why he was there. 

Sure. [Unintelligible] 

So, uh, and he's clean as a whistle. There's just no --

Oh, I know that. I know that. 

Just no problem at all. 

He doesn't know anything about the money side. 

So you'd sort of lean to having Stans go stalking out 

there. 

I think it'd have -- I think it would take a lot of the 

teeth out of the -- you know -- the stardom of the people 
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they' 11 try to build up to, . If Stans had al ready gone 

through a hearing in another connnittee, obviously they'll 

us e everything they have at that time and it won't be a 

hell of a lot. Uh, it confuses the public. The public 

is bored with this thing already. 

Yeah . 

One of the s--, one of the things I think we did succeed 

in before the election 

Stans is very clean. What I mean is, let's face it, on 

this thing, the way I analyze it, and I have stayed deliber

ately away from it, but I think I can sense what it is. The 

way I analyze the thing, Stans would have been horrified at 

any such thing. And, uh, and, uh, what had happened, what 

happened was that he, he honestly is outraged. He thinks 

that what happened is that these pipsqueaks down the line 

took in some of his hard earned cash and got into silly , 

business with it. 

That's right, He --

Isn't that what he really thinks? 

He, he does and he is a victim of circumstances, of innuendo, 

of false charges. Uh, he has a darn good chance of winning 

that libel suit he's got against Larry O'Brien. 

Has he? 
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He's -- that's right. 

Good. That's why Larry filed a countersuit. 

That's right. 

I see Ziegler was disturbed at the news that they subpoenaed 

newsmen. Did it disturb you? 

It didn't disturb me at all. No, sir. I, I talked to Ron 

at some length about it the other night, 

Yeah. 

and I said, "Ron, if it -- first of all you can be -- rest 

assured that the White House was not 

[Unintelligible] 

involved in that decision. 11 It I s not a criminal case, no, 

it's a --

It doesn't involve prosecution. 

No, it's a civil deposition and, uh, uh, it's not if -- we 

haven't reached the newsman's privilege issue yet, and that's 

way down the road, if for some reason they refuse to testify 

on some given evidence. What they are trying to establish 

is the fact that, uh, Edward, Edward Bennett Williams' law 
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firm passed out an amended complaint that libeled Stans 

before it was into the Court process, so it was not privi

leged. And the newsmen are the people who can answer 

that question. Also, they are trying to find out how 

Larry O'Brien and Edward Bennett Williams made statements 

to the effect that this law suit was not really to -- the 

first law suit they had brought against the Committee 

was not really to establish any invasion of p~ivacy, 

but rather they were harassing the, uh, uh, the Committee. 

They've made the [unintelligible]? 

They made this off the record to several newsmen and we 

know they did this. That this was a drunnned up law suit. 

So therefore that proves, uh, also malice, doesn't it? 

It, uh, it makes the abuse of process s--, uh, case that 

we have against them on a countersuit. And the lawyers 

made a very conscious and good decision that -- to proceed 

with the suit, they were goin~ to have to have this infor

mation and it doesn't bother me that, uh, they subpoenaed 

nine or ten --

Well, one hell of a lot of people don't give one God damn 

about this issue of suppression of the press, and so forth. 
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We know that we aren't trying to do it, when they can all 

squeal about it. It's amusing to me when they say -

somebody says, "I watched the networks and they weren't 

and I though they were restrained." What the Christ do 

they want them . to do to go through the '68 syndrome, 

when they were eight to one against us? They were only 

three to one this, this time on the -- according to the aver

age. You know, it's really, really, really sickenting, you 

know, to see 

Right. 

these guys that always, they always figured, "Well, we 

have the press on our side." Then when we, uh, we, we 

receive a modest amount of support --

That's right. 

Colson, sure, making them move it around, saying [unintelligible] 

we don't like this or that but, uh, it didn't affect them. 

Well, you know Colson's threat of a law suit that was, was 

printed in Evans and Novak had a very sobering effect on 

several of the national magazines. They are now checking 

before they print a lot of this Watergate junk they print, 

with the press office trying to get a confirmation, denial, 

comment or calling the individual that's involved. And 

they have said as much as they are doing it because they 
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are afraid someone is going to bring a libel suit on them. 

So it did have a sobering effect. It will keep them, maybe, 

honest if we can, uh, remind them that they can't print 

anything, I mean, uh --

Well, you of course know, that I said at the time of the 

Hills case -- Well, it is God damned near impossible for a 

public figure to win a libel case anymore. 

Yes sir. It is. To establish (1) malice, or reckless dis-

regard of no they're both very difficult. 

[Sneezes] Yeah. Well, malice is impossible, virtually. 

This guy up there, "Who, me?" Reckless disregard, you can, 

maybe. 

Tough. That's a bad decision, Mr. President. It really is. 

It was a bad decision. 

[Unintelligible]. What the hell happened. What's the name 

of that -- I don't remember the case, but it was a horrible 

decision. 

New York Times versus Sullivan. 

[Unintelligible] Sullivan case. 

[Unintelligible] and it came out of, uh, out of the South 

on a civil rights 
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Selma. It was talking about some, some guy that was -- yeah, 

he was a police chief or something. Anyway, I remember 

reading it at the time when -- that's when we were suing 

Life you know, for the Hills. When Life was guilty as hell. 

Did they win it? 

Supreme Court four to three. There were a couple of people 

who couldn't, uh -- no, five, five to four -- five to three 

and a half. 

[Laughs] 

Basically, the, uh -- Well, this goes back to executive 

privilege [unintelligible]. Uh, we must, uh, we must, 

must go forward on that. Just so you understand, I think 

you'd better go over and get in touch with Dick, and say: 

you keep it at your level; don't say the President told you 

to say so. Well, I guess it's going to be me in the end, 

but I, I'd say, "This is the position, Dick, you should take." 

Period. Let's let him get out there and take it. But I 

want them to think they can appeal to me. You can tell him 

that I took that position with Baker. But he -- Baker's a 

smoothy-- impressive -- "Oh, the President didn't say this 

or that," he said, "we just think he'll tell them this." 

[Laughs] 
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Then he'd say, "All right, they have studied it, they have 

recommended it and the President has approved it." Right? 

Now how about --

Is that what you want to say? 

Yes sir, I, I, I think that's absolutely on all fours. 

And, uh, how about our dealings with Bak.er? Under normal 

Congressional relations, uh, vis-a-vis Timmons and Bak.er, 

should we have Timmons making, uh, dealing with one of 

the --

Well, he, he objected to, uh, I mean, something, now 

that's a curious thing on that -- it's hard to know 

whether this would be a very big gaff by calling him, 
(~) 

urging and trying to influence who would be on his staff. 

But Jesus Christ, uh, I don't know why he did blow, he 

did that, if he did. I don't But if he did, I don't 

know why Bak.er would resent it. But, nevertheless, 

he --

[Clears throat] 

[In background: "Thanks, Virginia.II] 

I don't know how to deal with him, frankly. Don't you 

ask [unintelligible] I gathered the impression that 
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Baker didn't want to talk to anybody but Kleindienst. 

Okay, I think that's one we'll just have to monitor and 

that's one we'll have 

Fine. 

to know an awful lot about if something comes down the 

road. 

Well, let's just let Timmons tell Baker that if he wants 

to talk to, if he wants to get anybody at the White House, 

that I don't want him to talk to Timmons. Of course Timmons 

is a party in interest here, too. I don't want him to 

That's right. 

talk to Haldeman; I don't want him to talk to Ehrlichman, 

that you're the man -- and that you're available. But 

leave it that way: that you're available to talk to 

him, but not for everything. But, nobody else. How does 

that sound to you? 

I think that sounds good. 

You tell Timmons that he sees him privately and says 

that's it. We are not pressing him. We don't care, 
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we're not -- because Baker -- [sighs]. The woods are 

full of weak men. 

I would suspect if we're going to get any insight into 

what-that -- that Special Conunittee is going to do, it's 

going to be through the Gurneys -- I don't know about 

Weicker, uh, where he's 

Weicker's a --

going to fall out on this thing. 

Well, he' 11, he' 11, he' 11 be --· 

Whatever's up --

I think Weicker, the line to Weicker is Gray. Now, Gray 

has got to shape up here and, and, uh, handle himself 

well, too. Do you think he will? 

I do. I think Pat is, uh, think Pat is tough. He goes 

up this morning, as you know. Uh, he is, uh, he is 

ready. He is very comfortable in all of the decisions 

he has made, and, uh, I think he'll be good. 

But he's close to Weicker -- that's what I meant. 

Yes, he is. 
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And, uh, so, uh, Gray, Gray --

As a vehicle -- yes. 

One rather amusing thing about the Gray thing is that 

I, I and I knew this would come -- they constantly 

say that Gray is a political crony of, and a personal 

crony of the President's. Did you know that I have never 

seen him socially? 

Is that correct? No, I didn't. 

He's -- I think he's been to a couple of White House -

but I have never seen Pat Gray separately. 

Oh, the press has got him meeting you at a social function. 

And, and, uh, going on from there. 

When? 

Back in '47, I think, is something I have read. 

Maybe Radford had a party or something. 

Something like that. 

Something like that. But that's all. Uh, well that's 

-- I don't know. Gray is, uh, is somebody that I, that I 

know only as a -- He was a, he was Radford's Assistant, 

used to attend NSC meetings. 
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Uh huh. 

So I've met him. He1 s never been social. Edgar Hoover, 

on the other hand, I have seen socially at least a 

hundred times. He and I were very close friends. 

That's curious, the way the press just --

But John -- and that's the point: Hoover was my 

crony and friend. He was as close or closer to me than 

Johnson, actually, although Johnson used him more. But 

as for Pat Gray, Christ, I never saw him. 

While it might have been, uh, a lot of blue chips to 

the ·1ate Director, I think we would have been a lot 

better off during this whole Wagergate thing if he'd 

been alive, 'cause he knew how to handle that Bureau, 

Oh. 

knew how to keep them in bounds, uh -- was a tough ~ookie. 

Well, if, if Hoover ever fought -- He would have fought, 

that's the point. He'd have fired a few people, or 

he'd have scared them to death. He's got files on 

everybody, God damn it. 
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[Laughs] That's right. 

But now, at the present time, the Bureau is leaking like 

a sieve, and, uh, Baker, and, and -- Gray denies it. Just 

says it's not coming from the Bureau. Just who in the hell 

is it coming from? How in the hell could it be coming from 

anybody else? It isn't coming from Henry Petersen, is it? 

No. I just would not --

It isn't coming from the depositions, is it? 

No. It's that, well, they're getting, they're getting 

raw data. They're getting the raw, what they call, 302 

forms. 

Yeah. 

Those are the summaries of the interviews. 

Yeah. Yeah. Well, [coughs] if you could do -- handle 

it that way, I think that's the best thing to do. Do 

you ever wonder, really, if Colson, who's got the brass, 

the balls of a brass monkey, shouldn't bring a 

suit. Now, then, uh, understand, that I know 

that Colson, Colson's got a lot of vulnerabilities. 
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Uh, you know, in terms of people that he knew, and so 

forth and so on. It's certainly an issue. But I mean 

on a narrow issue 

Well, Chuck and I talked about this. 

He could win it. 

He, he could possibly win the suit, but, uh, lose the 

war, for this reason: 

[Unintelligible] 

A counter-discovery in a libel action has no bounds. 

I get it. Okay. 

The subject is wide open. 

[Unintelligible] 

That's the problem there. 

That's the District Code in the Federal Court? 

That's right. They could just come in and, and depose him 

on everything he's done at any point in time, and that 

does it. 

Keep him out of it. Keep him out of it. 

Right. 

Why doesn't Stans be the suer? He is the suer, anyway. 
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He's got a good one, and, uh, uh, he may well prevail. 

Way -- It may well be the device to force a settlement 

of all these other suits we've got out there. You know, 

we've got fourteen million dollars worth of suits against 

us, and we've got seven or s--,or ten against them. 

Christ, they all ought to get together and drop them. 

That's what we're trying to get accomplished. 

Hell, yes. 

They're just costing, they're, they're causing everybody 

problems, and, uh --

That's right, that's right -- and they've got problems, 

and we've got them. 

Uh --

So, you see this Vesco thing coming up burns my tail, 

'cause I, I raised hell with Haldeman on this and he 

didn't do anything about it. Well, I guess he couldn't. 

What in the name of God ever became of our investigation 

of their financial activities? Jesus Christ, they borrowed 

they cancelled debts, they borrowed money. What the 

hell is that? 
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It's, uh, it's still going on, Mr. President. 

look -- McGovern's stuff is in such bad shape. 

They're -

That's 

another unfort~ate thing. T~ GAO comes in to audit us. 

Yeah. 

They, they, they find all the documents, so they are 

able to make --

[Unintelligible] GAO say tha:t. 

They -- Well, they have now, but it, you know, gets 

about that much 

Yeah. 

coverage in the paper. They can't even figure out what 

McGovern's done, the books are in such a mess, but you 

haven't seen them say anything yet. And that's one of 

those things that, hopefully, we'll, uh --

Bring out in the hearings. 

Bring out as to what a mess this was, and, and --

How are you going to bring it out? You can't bring it 

out in these hearings, 

Well I think, I think --
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Ervin'll rule it out. 

I think an independent sort of media type will bring it out, 

uh. Chuck is going to be of aid when he is out there not 

connected with the White House. 

Yeah. 

Little bits of tidbits can be dropped to Chuck, 'cause 

Chuck'll still have his channels to 

Sure. 

push things out. 

Sure. That's what -- In my view, I have use -- Of course 

it's hard for him to leave because he loves the action 

and the rest. But apart from the financial part of it, at 

his age, and so forth -- which everybody has to think of -

Colson can be more valuable out than in, because, basically 

in, he just reached the point where he was, uh, he was 

too visible. 

He is a lightning rod. 

And, uh, and outside, I mean, he can start this and that 

and tell them, "I'm a private citizen and I'm saying what 

I God damn please." Right? 
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That's right. That's absolutely right. I think Chuck 

can be of great aid in this thing, and I think he'll, / 

uh, he'll do it, ~ 

Now, on the other thing, that is, to recap: You will / I . 
Get th ~ -

0 
talk to, uh, Timmons about the Baker thing. 

get him tied down to the extent he can. I doubt if much 

could be done there . You must talk to Kleindienst, fast, 

so that Kleindienst knows that it's been decided, and 

that's it. And, he ' ll say, "Well, they won't take it." 

[Unintelligible].. That's all right. That's what it is, 

you know. Go on to the written interrogatory thing. We shall 

see. Your, your view would be not to give any further ground 

on that? 

I'd say hold -- You know, you, you, you initially hold the 

line as far as you go if it becomes apparent that it's 

necessary for informational purposes. 

When the main, the main thing is not to --

I mean, the President, the President's not going to hide 

any information. He 's 

Huh? 

You're not going to hide any information. 

-29-

(645) 



PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDE;NT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Yeah. 

Then this can be given in a sworn statement, uh, 

through, uh, an interrogatory -- send your questions 

down, they'll be answered. We won't hide the information, 

We won't, uh, change the ·, uh, the nature of the ability 

of the President to make decisions, to operate internally 

and the like, 

Yeah. 

because you have a political circus going. 

Okay. I understand you, you -- that Mollenhoff still 

thinks everybody should go up and testify. 

That's right. 

Uh, but at least you had a talk with him. I do want 

you to look into the case, though. 

Yes, sir, I am. 

If the guy's got a bad rap, uh, his, his man, God damn 

it, we'll get him out of it. 

I am doing that. I talked to Clark, uh, 

Yeah. 
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yesterday. Uh, I talked to him last night again. 

Yeah. Okay. 

And, I -- he's on this as h~t and heavy as can be and --

Well, does he think he's got a bad rap? 

He does -- he thinks he's got a bad rap. And I, you know --

Maybe he has. 

It's a very funny --

I know Rule doesn't have a bad rap. That much -- wh!c;h,uh, 

by, when, when Rule, Rule, Rule, uh, because when, when 

a, when a bureaucrat takes it upon himself to go out and, 

and go way beyond the pale in terms of attacking an 

Administration like he did, that can't be tolerated. 

That -- He, he -- you've got to --

It's a different --

Suppose a Congressman or a Senator or one of his Ad

ministrative Assistants went out and attacked one of his 

contributors. What the hell would he do? Fire him. 

That's right. 

Right. 
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No -- I noticed several of our Congressmen and brave 

Republican Senators called upon us to reinstate Rule. 

Congress is, of course, on its, its -- It can -- I 

guess they are so enormously frustrated that they're 

irrelevant. Isn't that the point? That's their problem. 

I think, I think there's a lot of that. 

It's too bad we can take no comfort -- we can take very 

little comfort from this; we have to work with them. But 

they become irrelevant because they're so damned irrespon

sible. Much as we would like that it would be otherwise. 

Pretty sad lot, isn't it? 

It is. Yes, sir. I spent some years on the Hill myself 

and one of the things I always noticed was the inability 

of the, of the Congress to, to deal effectively with the 

Executive Branch because (1) they don't -- they've never 

supplied themselves with adequate staffs, in other words, 

had adequate information available, uh --

Well now they've got huge staffs, though, compared to 

what we had, you see. 

Well they've got huge staffs, uh, true, as opposed to what 

they had years ago. 
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[Unintelligible] 

But they are still 

-- inadequate. 

inadequate to deal effectively --

God, don't, don't, don't [coughs], don't get into -

Please don't try [unintelligible] 

No, no, I'm not suggesting that -- I keep, uh, I reserve 

my, 

Yeah. 

my observations for myself. Well, I think this, these 

hearings are going to be hot, and I think they are going 

to be tough. Uh, I think they are going to be gory in some 

regards, but I'm also convinced that if everyone pulls 

their own oar in this thing, in -- all those we've got 

with various concerns, that we can make it through these, 

and minimal people will be hurt. And they may even 

paint themselves as being such partisans and off base, 

that they are really damaging the institutions of govern

ment themselves, and 

[Coughs] I frankly would say that I perhaps rather that they 

be partisan -- that they get to be partisan. 
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DEAN: I, we're going to hope they, uh --

PRESIDENT: I, I'd rather have that, rather than for them to have 

the facade of fairness and all the rest, and then come 

out -- 'cause Ervin, in spite of all this business about 

his being a great Constitutional lawyer -- Christ, he's 

got, he's got Baker totally buffaloed on that. I mean, 

Ervin is as partisan as most of our Southern gentlemen 

are. They, they, they are great politicians. They're 

just more clever than the minority. Just more clever. 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

Well, I'm, I'm convinced it may be shown that he is 

merely a puppet for Kennedy in this whole thing. 

Kennedy. 

For Kennedy. The fine hand of the Kennedys is behind 

this whole hearing that's going on or that is forth-

coming. There is no doubt about it. When, when they 

considered the resolutions on the floor of the Senate I got 

the !ecord out to read it. Who asked special permission 

to have their staff man on the floor? Kennedy 

Right. 

brings this man Flug out on the floor when they're 

debating a resolution. He is the only one that did this. 
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Uh, it's been Kennedy's push, quietly, his constant 

investigation, his committee using their subpoenas to 

get at Kalmbach, uh, and all these people, 

Uh huh. 

that's kept the quiet and constant pressure on the thing. 

I think this fellow Sam Dash, who has been selected 

Counsel, is a Kennedy choice. I think it's also 

something we'll be able to quietly and slowly document. 

People will print it in the press, and, uh, 

Um huh. 

the partisan cast of this will become much more apparent. 

Yeah, I guess the Kennedy crowd is just laying in the 

bushes waiting to make their move. Boy, it's a shocking 

thing. You know, we, we talk about Johnson using the 

FBI. Did your friends tell you, did your friends tell 

you whether -- what Bobby did, or whether he [unintelligible]? 

I, I haven't heard but I wouldn't --

Johnson believes that Bobby bugged him. 

That wouldn't surprise me, uh --
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Bobby was a ruthless little bastard. But the FBI does 

they, they tell you that, uh, Sullivan told you that, 

the New Jersey thing? We did use a bug up there -- just 

for intelligence work. 

Intelligence work -- just had agents all over [unintelligible] 

Frankly, the doctors say that the poor old gent had a tumor • 

That's right. 

The FBI [unintelligible] 

Well, uh, he used Abe Fortas and Deke DeLo~ch. backed up 

by, uh, some other people in the Bureau that were standing 

ready to go out and try to talk this doctor into examining 

Walter Jenkins to say the man had a brain tumor. He was 

very ill, that's why the erratic behavior. And this 

doctor, uh, wouldn't buy it. 

The doctor had never examined him before or anything. 

No. 

They were trying to set that up though, huh. 

Oh, yeah, that would've --

What other kind of activities? 
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Well, I, you know, as I say, I haven't probed uh, uh, 

Sullivan. 

Sullivan to the depths on this because I -- he's, he's 

one I want to treat at arm's length, till we make sure 

Right. 

he is safe. 

That's right. 

But he has a world of information that, uh, may be 

available. 

But he says that what happened on the, on the, uh, 

bugging thing is -- who told what to whom again? The 

bugging thing? 

Oh. On the 1 68 thing -- I was trying to track down the, 

the leaks. 

Yeah. 

He said that the only place he could figure it coming 

from would be one of a couple of sources he was aware 

of, uh, that had been somewhat discussed publicly. He 

said that Hoover had told Patrick Coyne about the fact 

,that this was being done. Coyne had told Rockefeller. 
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Yeah [unintelligible] 

Now Rockefeller has told Kissinger. Now, I have never 

run it any step beyond what Mr. Sullivan said there. 

Now, the other thing is that when the records were un-

available for Hoover ,all these logs, 

Yeah. [Clears thxoat] 

Hoover tried to re--, reconstruct them by going to the 

Washington Field Office and he made a pretty good stir 

about what he was doing when he was trying to get the 

record and reconstruct it. And, he said that at that 

time we probably hit the grapevine in the Bureau that 

this had occurred. But there is no evidence of it. Uh, 

the records show at the Department of, of Justice and, 

and the FBI that there's no such, uh, surveillance was 

ever conducted. Uh --

Shocking [unintelligible] 

Now, about White House staff and reporters and the like, 

and, now, the only, the other person that knows -- is 

aware of it -- is Mark Felt, and we've talked about Mark 

Felt, and, uh -- I guess, uh 

What does it do to him, though? Let's face it. You 
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know, suppose that Felt comes out and unwraps the whole 

thing. What does it do to him? 

He can't do it. It just --

But my point is: Who's going to hire him? 

That's right. 

Let's face it. 

He can I t. He' s --

If he -- the guy that does that can go out and, uh, you 

mean he's a -- of course, he couldn't do it unless he had 

a guarantee from somebody like Time Magazine saying 

"Look we'll give you a job for life." Then what do they 

do? They put him in a job for life, and everybody would 

treat him like a pariah. He's in a very dangerous 

situation. These guys you know -- the informers, look 

what it did to Chambers. Chambers informed because he 

didn't give a God damn. 

That's right. 

But then, one of the most brilliant writers according to 

Jim !unintelligible] we've ever seen in this country -

and I am not referring to the Communist issue -- this 
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greatest single guy in the time of -- twenty-five or, 

thirty years ago, probably, probably the best writer 

{unintelligible] this century. They finished him. 

Uh huh. Well, I think, I, there's no --

Either way, either way, the, the, the informer is not 

wanted in our society. Either way, that's the one thing 

people do sort of line up against. They, 

That's right. 

they say, well that son-of-a-bitch informed. I don't 

want him around. We wouldn't want him around, would we? 

I don't, uh --

Hoover to Coyne to N.R. to K. Right? 

Right. 

Good God. Why would Coyne tell Nelson Rockefeller? 

He was a -- I've known Coyne for years. I've -- not 

well, but I -- he was a great friend of, oh, uh, one of 

my Administrative -- Bob, uh, King, who was a Bureau man. 

Now this is Sullivan's story. I have no --

Fine, That's all right, 
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I don't know if it's true, but I don't have any reason 

to doubt that --

Most of this is Gospel. Hoover told me, so, uh -- and 

he also told Mitchell, personally, that this had 

happened. LU nintelligible] 

Are you talking -- I was talking about the 1 68, uh, inci·

dent that just occurred. Not the --

I'm talking about the 1 68 bugging of the plane. 

Yeah. Oh, I wasn't referring to that now. When this, 

when this Coyne, to 

Oh, oh, that's --

This, this was the, this was the fact that newsmen had 

been uh, I, I -- excuse me, I thought he meant the 

reference to the fact that, uh, 

Oh. 

three years ago the White House had allegedly -- the~ story. 

Oh, this is a -- That's, that's not the, uh --

No, on the, on the '68 incident, uh, all I've been able 

to find out is what you told me that Hoover had told 

you, what he'd 
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Yeah. 

told Mitchell. 

Yeah. 

He, uh --

Mitchell corroborates that, doesn't he? 

That's right. Uh, then --

Sullivan doesn't remember that? 

Kevin Phillips called Pat Buchanan the other day with, 

with a, with a tidbit that, uh, Dick Whelan on 

Yeah. 

the NSC staff had seen memoranda between the NSC and 

the FBI that the FBI had been instructed to put sur

veillance on Anna Chennault, the South Vietnamese Embassy 

and 

That is a --

the Agnew plane. 

Agnew? 

Agnew plane. 
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They put it on our -- well, this isn't mine -- maybe 

I'm wrong. 

Now, and it said al--, and this note also said that, 

uh, Deke DeLoach was the operative FBI officer on this. 

I think DeLoach's memory now is very, very hazy in that 

connection. He doesn't remember anything. 

Well, I talked to Mitchell about this and Mitchell says 

that he's talked to DeLoach. DeLoach has in his pos

session, and he has let Mitchell review them, some of 

the files on this. Uh --

But not, but not --

But they don't go very far; they don't go very far -

This, this is DeLoach, uh, protecting his own hide. 

The, uh --

They are never going to -- It's just as well, to be 

candid with you. Just as well. But, uh -- so Hoover 

told Coyne, and, uh, and -- who told Rockefeller, 

-- that this --

who told Kissinger that newsmen were being bugged 
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Yeah. 

by us. 

That's right. 

Now why would Hoover do that? 

I don't have the foggiest. This was Sullivan's story 

as to where, uh, the leak might have come from about 

this current Time Magazine story, which we are stone

walling totally, uh --

Oh, absolutely. 

At this point, there was a discussion of one minute 

and twelve seconds which has been deleted. 
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Sure. And the, and the, and the, and Henry's staff -

He insisted on Lake, you see, after working with McGov--, 

uh, uh, for Muskie • 

. Um huh. 

Incidentally, didn't Muskie do anything bad on there? 

[Unintelligible] Henry [unintelligible]. Jot least I know 

not because I know that, I know that he asked that it 

be done, and I assumed that it was. Lake and Halperin. 

They're both bad. But the taps were, too. They never 

helped us. Just gobs and gobs of material: gossip 

and bull shitting [unintelligible] 

Um huh. 

The tapping was a very, very unproductive thing. I've 

always known that. At least, I've never, it's never 

been useful in any operation I've ever conducted. Well, 

is it your view that we should try to get out that '68 

story then, if we can? 

Well, I think the threat, 

[Unintelligible] 
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the threat of the '68 story when, when Scott and the 

others were arguing that the Connnittee up on the Hill 

broadened its mandate 

Yeah. 

to include other elections, 

Yeah. 

they were hinting around that something occurred in 

'68 and '64 that should be looked at. 

Right. Goldwater claims he was bugged. 

That's right. Now I, think that, I think that, that 

threats --

Did you think Gold -- Oh, you, didn't you say that 

Johnson did bug Goldwater's--? 

He, he didn't -- well, I, we don't know, I don't know 

if he bugged him, but --

He did intelligence work? 

He did intelligence work up one side and down the other --

From the FBI? 
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From the FBI. Uh, just up one side and down the other 

on Goldwater. 

Um hm. 

Now I have not had a chance to talk to the Senator, and 

I've known the Senator for twenty years. Uh, he is the 

first man in public life I ever met. Uh, Barry Jr. and 

I were roonnnates in school together, so I, I, you know, 

I can talk to the man. 

Sure. 

I am really going to sit down with him one day and say, 

I think you should. 

say, what, 

Say, "What the hell do you--" 

what, what do you --

Do you have any hard evidence? 

That's right. Then we can go from there and 

Right. 

possibly reconstruct some things. 
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Get some stuff written, and so forth. I do think you've 

got to remember that, as you sure do, this is mainly a 

public relations thing, anyway. What is the situation, 

incidentally, with regard to the, the sentencing of our, 

of the people, the seven? When the hell is that going 

to occur? 

That's likely to occur, I would say, [sighs] could occur 

as early as late this week, more likely sometime next 

week. 

Why has it been delayed so long? 

Well, they, they've been in, in process of preparing 

the pre-sentence report. The Judge sends out probation 

officers to find out everybody who knew 

Yeah. 

these people, and then he'll --

He's trying to work on them to break them, is he? 

[Unintelligible] 

Well, there's some of that. They are using the pro

bation officer for more than a normal probation report. 

They are trying to, uh, 
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Yeah. 

do a mini-investigation by the Judge himself, which 

is his only investigative tool here, so, they, that, 

they are virtually completed now. They -- the U. S. 

Attorney who handles, the, the Assistant U, S. Attorney. 

You know when they talk, though, about a thirty-five year 

sentence, now here's, here's something that does not 

involve -- There were no weapons, right? There were no 

injuries, right? There was no succe--, well, success 

maybe -- I don't know. The point is -- the, uh -- that, that 

sort of thing is just ridiculous. One of these, one of these 

blacks, you know, goes in here and holds up a, a store 

with a God damned gun, and, uh, they give him two years 

and then probation after 

And they --

six months. 

And they let him out on, on bond during the time that 

he is considering his case. These fellows cannot get 

out --

Are they out? Have they been in jail? 
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They're in -- well, all but one. Hunt made the, the 

bond. Everybody else is in jail. They've got a 

hundred-thousand dollar surety bond which means they 

have to put up actual collateral, and none of these 

people have a hundred-thousand dollars. The Court of 

Appeals has been sitting for two weeks or better now 

on a review of the bond issue. They're not even letting 

these people out to prepare their case for appeal. 

At this point, there was a discussion of about fifteen 

minutes which has been deleted. 

You still think Sullivan is basically reliable? 

I, I have nothing to judge 

No. 

that on other -- I watched him for a number of years ·. 

I watched him when he was working with Tom Huston on 

domestic intelligence, and his,in his desire to do the 

right thing. Uh, I tried to, you know, stay in touch 

with Bill, and find out what his moods are. Bill was 

forced on the outside for a long time. He didn't 
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become, he didn't become bitter. He sat back and 

waited until he could come back in. Uh, he didn' t try 

to force or blackmail his way around, uh, with knowledge 

he had. So, I, I have, I have no signs of anything but 

a reliable man who thinks a great deal of this Adminis

tration and ef, and of you. 

You understand the problem we have here is that Gray is 

going to insist, I am sure, come down hard for Felt as 

the second man. And that would worry the hell out of me if 

Felt -- I think at the present time it doesn't. 

It, it worries me, frankly. 

But for the future isn't it a problem? 

I think it is for the future, 'cause onl -- things can 

only get more complex over there as we move along. 

There is no [laughs] doubt about it. 

Well, as he gets closer to the next election -- Oh, uh, 

[unintelligible]. I don't know Felt, never met him. 

What's he look like? 
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At this point, there was a discussion of one minute and 

sixteen seconds which has been deleted. 
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[DELETION CONTINUED] 

Well, I have got to say one thing. There has never 

been a leak out of my [laughs] office. There never 

will 

Yeah. 

be a leak out of my office. 

No. 

I wouldn't begin to know how to leak, even. I don't 

want to learn how you leak. 

Well, it was a shocking thing. I was reading a book 

last night on -- Quite a fascinating little book, 

not well written, by Malcolm Smith, Jr. on Kenne~y's 
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thirteen mistakes [unintelligible] foreign policy. 

They are great mistakes, and one of them had to do 

with the Bay of Pigs thing. And , what had happened 

there was, uh, Chester Bowles had learned about it, 

and he deliberately leaked it. Deliberately, because 

he wanted the operation to fail, 

lhn. 

And admitted it later. 

Interesting. 

Admitted it. 

Interesting. 

This happens all the time. Well, you can, uh, follow 

these characters to the, to their Gethsemane. I, I feel 

for those poor guys in jail, I mean, I don't know 

particularly for Hunt. Hunt with his wife, uh, dead. 

It's a tough thing. 

Well, 

We have to do [unintelligible] 

every indication 
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You will have to do --

that they're, they're hanging in tough right now. 

What the hell do they expect, though? Do they expect 

that they will get clemency within a reasonable time? 

I think they do. [Unintelligible] going to do. 

What would you say? What would you advise on that? 

Uh, I think it's one of those things we'll have to 

watch very closely. For example 

You couldn't do it, you couldn't do it, say, in six 

months? 

DEAN: No. 

PRESIDENT: No. 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

No, you couldn't. This thing may become so political 

as a result of these 

Yeah. 

hearings that it is, it, it, is more 

A vendetta? 
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Yeah, it's a vendetta. Th.is judge may, may go off the 

deep end in sentencing, and make it so absurd that, uh, 

it's clearly an injustice, uh --

Yeah. 

That they have been heavily 

Are they going to feel -- Uh, is there any kind of 

appeals left? 

Right. Liddy, Liddy and McCord, who sat through the 

trial, will both be on appeal. 

Uh huh. 

And, uh, there is no telling how long that will last. 

I think this is one of the, one of these things we'll 

just have to watch • 

• My view is: say nothing about the event on the ground 

that the matter is still in the courts and on appeal. 

That's right. 

That's my position. Second, my view is to say nothing 

about the hearings ~t this point, except that "I trust 

that they will be conducted in the proper way," and, 
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"I will not comment on the hearings while they are in 

process." [Unintelligible]. And then I, of course if 

they break through -- if they get a lot luckier --

But you see, it's best not to cultivate and I get 

Ziegler to do the same -- it's best not to elevate that 

thing here to the White House. 'Cause I don't want the 

White House gabbing around about the God damned thing. 

Now there, of course, you'd say, "But you leave it all 

to them." 

[High frequency tone for four seconds.] 

our policy. But the President should not become [unin

telligible] on this case. Do you agree to that? 

I agree totally, sir. Absolutely. Now, that doesn't 

mean that quietly we're not going to be working around 

the [unintelligible], But, uh, you can rest assured that, 

uh, we're not going to be sitting quietly. 

I don't know what we can do. The people that are most 

disturbed about this [unintelligible] now are the God 

damned Republicans. A lot of these Congressmen, 

financial contributors, and so forth are highly moral. 

The Democrats are just sort of saying, "Oh, Christ, 

fun and games. Fun and games." 
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Well, hopefully we can --

Take that Segretti thing: Ha, Jesus Christ. He was 

sort of a clownish figure, I don't see how our boys {laughs], 

could have gone for him. But nevertheless, they did. 

It was, it was really shall we say,. juvenile, the 

way that was handled. But nevertheless, what the hell 

did he do? What in the name of God did he do? Should, 

shouldn't we get, be trying to get intelligence? 

Weren't they trying to .get intelligence from us? 

Absolutely. 

Don't we try to get schedules? DOfl't you try to disrupt 

their meetings? Didn't they try to disrupt ours? 

Christ, they threw rocks, ran demonstrations, and shouted, 

cut the public address system, they had to tear gas them 

in Miami. What the hell was that all about? 

Well --

Did we do that? 

McGovern had Dick Tuck on his payroll, uh, and Dick 

Tuck was down in Texas when you went down to the Connally 

ranch, set up to do a prank down there. 
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That's right. 

But it never came off, uh --

What did, what, what did, what, what did Segretti do 

that came off? Much? I mean --

He, he, he did some, some humorous things. He --

Yeah. 

For example, there'd be a fund raising dinner, and he 

had hired Wayne the Wizard to fly in from the Virgin 

Islands to perform a magic show, and, of course, he 

hadn't been hired. He sent uh, 

Yeah. 

he sent invitations to all these black diplomats and, 

Yeah. 

and sent limousines out to have them picked up, uh, 

and they all showed up and they hadn't been invited. 

He had four hundred pizzas seat to another, uh --

Yeah, sure, sure. 

I mean this is, this is --
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Well, what the hell. 

Pranks. 

Tuck do all this sort of thing? 

And so, so --

They did it to me in 1 62, in 1960, and the rest~ they 

want to say, "Well, now, that's terrible. Now isn't 

that terrible?" What the hell. 

I think we can keep this, uh, the Segretti stuff in 

perspective because it's not that bad. Chapin's in

volvement is not that deep. Uh, he was a catalyst, and 

that's about the extent of it. 

Sure, he, he knew him and recommended him. 

That's right. 

But he didn't run him. He was too busy with us. 

The one I think they are going to go after, uh, with a 

vengeancEi, and who I plan to spend a great deal of 

time with next week, a couple of days, as a matter of 

fact, getting this all in order~ is Herb Kalmbach. 

PRESIDENT: Yes. 
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Uh, Herb has got -- they've subpoenaed his records, 

and he's got records that run all over hell's acre on 

things for the last few years, uh. You know Herb has 

been a man who's been moving things around for Maury 

and keeping things in, 

Right. 

in tow and taking care of little polling inferences. 

What' 11 he do about those records? Is he going to give 

'em all to them? 

Well, he's,he -- they brought his -- they, they've 

gotten to the banks that had them, and I think what we 

will do is we'll -- there'll be a logical, natural 

explanation for every single transaction. 

Right. 

It's just a lot of minutia we've got to go through but 

we -- he's coming in next week and we -- I told him we'd 

sit down and he is preparing everything, getting all 

that's available, and we're going to sit down with his, with 

Frank DeMarco, uh, and see if we can't get this whole 

thing --

-62-

(678) 



PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

47 .1 TRANSCRI'PT OF FEBRUARY 281 1973 MEETING,. 1-71 

Now, his records, that is, with regards to the campaign. 

They can't re--, they can't get his records with regard 

to his private transactions? 

No, none of the private transactions. Absolutely -- that 

is privileged material. 

That's right. 

Anything to do with San Clemente and, and the like -

that is just so far out of bounds that, uh --

Yeah. Did they ask for that? 

No, no, no. No indication. 

Good. Oh, well, even if it is, I mean~ 

Well, it's just none of their -- you know, that's really 

none of their business. 

They can't get it. Kalmbach is a decent fellow. 

He'll make a good witness. 

I think he will. He has .been --

He is smart. 

He has been tough thus far. He hasn't~ you know, he 
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has been taking it. His skin is thick now. Uh, sure 

it bothered him, and all this press he was getting, 

The L, A, Times has been running stories on him all the 

time and, 

Yeah. 

and the like. Local stations have been making him more 

of a personality, and, and, his partners have been 

nipping at him, but Herb's tough now. He is ready and 

he's going to go through and he's going to He is 

hunkered down and he's ready to handle it. So I'm not 

worried 

Yeah, 

about Herb at all, 

Oh well, it, it'll be hard for him, he -- 'cause it'll, 

it'll get out about Hunt. It, it -- I suppose the big 

thing is the financing transaction they'll go after. 

How did the money get to the Bank of Mexico, and so 

forth and so on. 

All that stuff. And then --

What'll he say? 
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It can all be explained. 

It can? 

Yes, indeed. Yes, sir. They are going to be dis

appointed with a lot of the answers they get, 

Yeah. 

when they actually get the facts -- because the Times 

and the ~ had such fun with innuendo. When they get 

the facts, they are going to be disappointed. 

The one point that you ought to, you better get to 

Baker. I tried to get it through his thick skull. I 

guess it's -- his skull is not thick -- but tell, tell 

Kleindienst that Kleindienst in talking to Baker and 

Ervin should emphasize that the way to have a successful 

hearing and a fair one is to run it like a court: no 

hearsay, no innuendo. Now you know God damned well 

they aren't going to --

But, that's a hell of a good point. 

But don't -- no hearsay. Tell them that's the way Nixon 

ran the Hiss case. Now, as a matter of fact some innuendo 

came out, but there was God damned little hearsay. We 
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really -- we, we just got them on the facts, and just 

tore them to pieces. 

That's right. 

. say "No hearsay; no innuendo. 11 And that, that he, 

Ervin.should sit like a court there, say, "Now that's 

hearsay and I don't like it." And tell him that the -

and that and let's have the counsel, the counsel for 

the, uh, for our people -- he gets up there and says, 

"I object to that, Mr. Chairman, on the basis that it 

is hearsay." 

That's an excellent idea, Mr. President, for some of these 

early articles, as this thing gets steamed up: "Will, 

will Sam Ervin, Constitutional man, be a judge? Will he 

admit hearsay?" We can probably get some think pieces 

out,uh, uh, to get a little pressure on him to perform 

that way, or to, to make it look very partisan when he 

doesn't, you know, he lets all this in-· 

I'd like to get some articles out that -- no hearsay, no 

innuendo. There'll be no hearsay, no innuendo. This, 

this is going to be, shall we say, a model of a Congres

sional hearing. A model. Now that'll disappoint the God 

damned press. There's no hearsay, no innuendo, no leaks. 
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DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Well, uh, there, there are a lot of precedents. I, 

I've been involved in two Congressional investigations. 

Uh, one was the Adam Clayton Powell investigation when 

I was working over there as the Minority Counsel of the 

House Judiciary. We didn't take hearsay. We made a -

we stuck to the facts on that. 

Uh huh. 

We did an investigation of the Oklahoma judges. Again, 

the same sort of thing. We went into executive session 

when necessary to, uh -- I bet w--, we look around, we'll 

find respectable investigations that have been conducted 

up there that could be held up, and some of this should 

be, uh, should be coming forth to set the uh, 

Yeah. 

the 

Yeah. 

stage for these hearings. Well, I'm, uh, I, I'm planning 

a number of brain sessions to -- with some of these media 

people to, to --

I know. Well, it's, it's very important, and it seems 
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like a terrible waste of, of your time. [Unintelligible]. 

It's, it's important in the sense that, it's -- all this 

business is a battle and they're, they're going to wage the 

battle. And, uh, a lot of it is their enormous frustra

tion about losing the elections, the state of their party, 

and so forth. And their party has its problems. We think 

we've got problems. Look at some of theirs. Strauss is 

there to pull them all together. He's not doing all that 

well you know. 

Well, I was, you know, we've gone a long road on this thing 

now. I had thought it was an impossible task, uh, 

to hold together until after the election until things 

just 

Yeah. 

' started squirting out, but we've made it this far, and, 

uh, I'm convinced we're going to make it the whole road 

and put this thing in, in, in, uh, the funny pages of the, 

of the history books rather than anything serious. We've 

got to. It's got to be that way. 

Would it -- it'll be somewhat serious, but the main 

thing, of course, is also the, the isolation of the 

President from this. 
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DEAN: Absolutely. 

PRESIDENT: Because it's, because that, fortunately, is totally true. 

DEAN: I know that sir. 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Good God almighty. I mean, of course, I'm not dumb, and 

I will never forget when I heard about this God danmed 

thing [unintelligible] Jesus Christ, what in the hell is 

this? What's the matter with these people? Are they 

crazy? I thought they were nuts. You know, that it was 

a prank. But it wasn't. It was really something. I 

think that our Democratic friends know that's true, too. 

They know what the hell 

I think they do too. 

this was. I mean they know that we then wouldn't be in

volved in such -- they'd think others were capable of it, 

however. I think -- and they are correct: They think 

Colson would do anything. [Laughs] Well, anyway, have a 

little fun. 

All right. 

And now, I will not talk to you again until you have something 

to report to me. 

All right sir. 

Uh, but I think it's very important that you have these 
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talks with, uh, our good friend Kleindienst. 

That'll be done. 

Give him that together thing, work it out. We have to 

work together on this thing. He's the man -- I'd 

build him up -- that he's the man who can make the 

difference. Also point out to him that the fish they're 

really after -- Tell him, look, for Christ sakes, 

Colson's got brass balls and so forth, but 

All right. 

the idea that's really, really to be slugged here is -

let's forget this, remember, this was not done by the 

White House. This was done by the Committee to Re

Elect, and Mitchell was the Chairman, correct? 

That's correct. And that means that --

So, and Mitchell -- and Kleindienst owes Mitchell 

everything. Mitchell wanted him for Attorney General, 

he wanted him for Deputy, and here he is. Now, God damn 

it, Baker's got to realize this, and that if he allows 

this thing to get out he's going to potentially ruin 

John Mitchell. He won't. I mean Mitchell won't allow 

himself to be "ruined. He's too clever. _, He'll put on 
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his big stone face act, ut -- I hope to Christ he 

does. The point is tha, as you well know, uh, that's 

the fish they are after. 

That's right. 

Well, no, the Committee s after somebody at the White 

House. They, they, they d like to get Haldeman or 

Colson, Ehrlichman. The, they've got 

Or possibly Dean. You k ow, who, you know, who's, huh --

anybody they can -- I'm small . fish, but --

Anybody at the White Hou e they would, but in your 

case I think they realiz you are the lawyer and they 

know you didn't have a d damned thing to do with, 

with the campaign. 

That's right. 

That's what I think. We 1, we'll see, 

All right sir. 

Good luck. 

Thank you. 
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